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BROTHER — 
CAN YOU SPARE $250? 


If so — how ‘about 
sponsoring a: Scholarship 
for a teen-age lad at 

one of the AMAL trade 
schools in Israel? 

In these days of stress on 
higher skills and economic 
integration of Israel’s 
newcomers, top priority 
must be given to the 
training of the younger 
generation in useful 
occupations — 


auto mechanics, printing, 
aviation mechanics, 
carpentry, radio, 
electronics, and so on. 


There are 1,800 students 
in the AMAL network 

of 13 schools, maintained 
by Histadrut with the 

aid of the 


Israel Histadrut 
Campaign. 

Give an extra gift to the 
ISRAEL HISTADRUT 
CAMPAIGN — 
earmarked for the 

Amal trade school 
scholarship program. 


Write at ence to: 
NATIONAL 
COMMITTEE 


for LABOR ISRAEL 


33 EAST 67th STREET 
New York 21, N. Y. 


Contributions are 
tax deductible. 





SSS 











JEWIsH Front 


Jewish 


FRONTIER 


VoL. XXVII 








JuLy, 1960 No. 7 (299) 








Haym GREENBERG, Founder 
Marie SyrkIN, Editor 
Editorial Board 
SHLOMO GRODZENSKY MorDECAlI SHTRIGLER 
BEN HALPERN C. BEZALEL SHERMAN 
CHARLES REZNIKOFF Jacos J. WEINSTEIN 


PrncuHas Cruso, Manager 








Contents: 
EDITORIAL: 

EICHMANN ‘ 3 
LETTER FROM IsRAEL: FROM heen TO Masenaionnl by eae Bar-Naten . 
EICHMANN’s Last OFFER: “Goops For BLoop” by Marie Syrkin . . 77 
ETHNIC JEWISHNESS (1891) by Ben Halpern . . . «© «2 2 ee BD 
I Meet a New Diaspora by David Krivine . . . . . » © ee. 
UnctE “Pete” by Ruth Brodsky . .. . oe ee « ee 
Books: A REvIEW OF “STRUGGLES OF A Gunman” . % ee y © oe 
Firminc “Exopus” by Mendel Kohamsky . . «© «© + 2 «© 2 2 es B 
IN LaBor ZIONISM: 

Wuy I am a Lazor Zionist by David Graubart . . . . . ® 
CoRRESPONDENCE: 

Letrers from Meyer Levin and Ruby Kohn . ..... + 3 





Published monthly by the Jewish Frontier Association, 45 East 17th Street, New 
York 3, N. Y., and admitted as second class mail, December 1, 1934, at the Post 
Office, New York, N. Y., under the act of March 3, 1879. Single copies 40 cents. 
Subscriptions $5.00. Canada and Foreign, $5.50. Telephones: 
and Business Office: ALgonquin 4-8754. 





Poteoteetetetesetetedt 
ooeceowrerernrcrcrnree 





ae 
ee 
~ 
~ 
ee 
bd 
Ld 
ate 

a 

. 

e 


oO, &, 
ee 


Jewish 


FRONTIER 
25th ANNIVERSARY COMMITTEEE 
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under the chairmanship of Louis Lipsky has 
decided to publish, within the next few 
months, a special issue of the Jewish Frontier 
of several hundred pages in the form of an 
anthology of the best articles that have ap- 
peared in it during the quarter-century. 
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Special functions will be held in New York and other cities 
to celebrate the attainment of this milestone. 
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Editorial Comment 





Eichmann 


as LEGALISTIC qualms suffered in various 
quarters because of Eichmann’s capture by 
some Israelis are hard to take seriously. The talk 
about “international law,” ‘“‘fair trial,” and 
above all “justice” has a sardonically hollow ring 
in the present instance. What are the facts? 
One of Hitler’s chief henchmen, the murderer 
of six million innocent men, women and chil- 
dren, successfully escaped the Nuremberg Trials 
for war criminals and hid in Argentina under a 
false name deceiving the Argentine government 
as to his identity. For ten years the arch-butcher 
dwelt at peace and happily in the bosom of his 
family as Ricardo Klementz. No state in the 
world troubled itself about his whereabouts — 
or that of other Nazi criminals. That the mur- 
derer had escaped, that he was at large, was ac- 
cepted with the same equanimity with which 
the world had watched the program of the exter- 
mination of the Jewish people — the program of 
which Eichmann was the executor. Neither West 
Germany, nor East Germany, nor Soviet Russia, 
nor Great Britain, nor the United States chose 
to track down the slaughterer of a people or to 
effect his recapture. 

That the survivors of the mass murder did not 
share this equanimity, that some of them dedi- 
cated themselves to the task abandoned by great 
states and governments, that in their passionate 
zeal they succeeded, that they brought the evil- 
doer to the state risen phoenix-like from the 
ashes of Eichmann’s victims, can only be viewed 
as justice — poetic, divine or all too human, 
according to one’s view. The nonsense prated 
to the effect that in Israel Eichmann will have 
“prejudiced” judges because half the population 
has lost a mother, a sister or a child in one of his 
gas-chambers is intolerable on any rational or 
moral grounds. Of course they will be “preju- 
diced” as are all decent men. One is concerned 
with prejudice when there is any doubt as to 
guilt. In the case of Eichmann no trial need be 
held for the purpose of establishing guilt or in- 
nocence. Once the identity of the accused has 
been established — as it has by his own admission 
— nothing remains save the recital of a bloody 
record unique in history and the belated ad- 
ministering of justice. 


EVEN IN Argentina, which considers her sov- 
ereignty violated, voices have been raised in 
protest against a purely technical interpretation 


of the events surrounding the disappearance of 
Eichmann. An editorial in the influential La 
Prensa points out that the numerous Nazis and 
Fascists who fled to Argentina, chiefly during 
the dictatorship of Peron, were not political 
refugees or persecuted innocents: “These persons 
did not come here to seek asylum from unjust 
reprisals but to hide in most cases abominable 
crimes.” And La Prensa concludes that the fact 
that Argentina can be “pointed out as the coun- 
try of choice of such human scum” calls for 
“a reaction by our collective conscience.” La 
Prensa also urges prompt dispatch of extradition 
proceedings initiated by foreign governments. 


To those who argue that, once the whereabouts 
of Eichmann had been discovered, normal legal 
channels should have been used, the history of 
extradition efforts of acknowledged Nazi crimi- 
nals provides the best answer. In the few in- 
stances when extradition was requested by West 
Germany, the individual in question was given 
plenty of warning and found another hiding- 
place in Argentina. Had Israel, or any other 
country, attempted publicly to extradite Eich- 
mann, he would now be sporting another alias 
among his cohorts instead of awaiting trial in 
an Israeli prison. 


THE worn that allowed the most fearful of 

crimes against mankind to take place, that 
failed to bring the arch-executioner to justice 
and permitted him to enjoy the comforts of 
home in his hide-away, is hardly in a position 
to preach legalistic virtues to those who made 
themselves the ministers of justice. Eichmann 
committed his crimes not against individuals 
but against the Jewish people as such. Member- 
ship in this people, even remotely, was the sole 
passport to the gas-chamber. Only Israel, the 
representative of this martyred people, can be 
both judge and accuser; in this case, the roles 
are one. Anything else would be a hypocritical 
travesty of justice. Let lawyers quibble about 
the exact forms under which judgment must be 
given. The conscience of the world is not so 
apathetic that it cannot recognize the solemn 
fitness of this retribution and the propriety of 
its agents. Nothing can bring back the six mil- 
lion dead, nor can the execution of one foul 
Eichmann assuage that loss, but it is some con- 
solation to know that at last he waits in Israel. 
The world — too ready to forget him — will be 


compelled to remember. 
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Letter from Israel: 


JEWIsH Front 


From Exodus to Eichmann 


by Moshe 


omeernn a dull moment!” was the motto 

which Dr. Dov Joseph suggested a few 
years ago for the coat-of-arms of the State 
of Israel—and it still fits. Take the month of 
May, for example. It was the first of Israel’s 
thirteenth year. It looked at first as if it was 
going to have ng particularly outstanding fea- 
tures, but the events of the month have shown 
that, however much the situation may appear 
to have been “normalized,” the character of 
the Jewish State is still very much in the 
making. On the surface, the news items of the 
thirty-one days may appear to be united by 
nothing more than chronological proximity, 
but when they are looked at in retrospect they 
combine and merge to form a picture of no 
little significance. 

The month opened with a coincidence: the 
anniversary of the Proclamation of Independence 
fell on the morrow of May Day, the Festival 
of Labor, and the Histadrut parade had to 
go by the board. It has been argued that these 
celebrations are out of date. Not only has the 
world socialist movement lost a great deal of its 
impetus, it is said, not only is it irrevocably 
split between the Eastern and Western versions, 
but in Israel itself there seems to be a contra- 
diction between the revolutionary associations 
of the Day and labor’s position as the ruling force 
in the country. It is true that in Israel May 
Day is no longer a gesture of defiance to the 
bourgeoisie—it is rather an occasion for cele- 
brating achievements, and marking labor’s cen- 
tral contribution to the attainment of national 
aims. But it seems to me that this is certainly 
worth celebrating. In any case, though in the 
last few months the question of the relationship 
between the Histadrut and the State has again 
been brought to the fore by public statements 
by the Prime Minister and Pinhas Lavon, the 
Secretary-General of the Labor Federation, the 
fundamental bonds between the two remain 
indissoluble. There was something symbolic, 
then, in this calendrical clash—and in the fact 
that the Histadrut, as a matter of course, 
gracefully gave way. 

Independence Day this year was also associ- 
ated with the celebration of the birth centenary 


Moshe Bar-Natan, Israeli political commentator, is our 
regular Israeli correspondent. 


Bar-Natan 


of Theodor Herzl. It was marked by special 
supplements in the newspapers, posters on all 
the billboards, the issue of the first complete 
edition of Herzl’s works in Hebrew, and special 
sessions in the Knesset and the Stadt Casino 
in Basle, where the first Zionist Congress met 
63 years ago. Again it was, of course, only a 
coincidence that this month should be marked 
by a further—and important—stage in the long 


debate on the functions of the Zionist Or. | 


ganization now that the State of Israel exists, 


Officially, the main forum for the discussion 
was the joint meeting between the Cabinet and 
the Jewish Agency Executive, though repre- 
sentatives of the two bodies have, of course, 
been in contact at intervals all the time, and 
on the administrative level cooperation between 
the two has been far closer than is generally 
realized. In terms of reality, however, the more 
significant debate was held in the Central Coun- 
cil of Mapai, for the decisions of the Israel 
Labor Party will determine the policies of both 
the Government and the Agency. Here we 
have the interesting situation of the leader of 
Mapai and the head of the Government being 
in a small minority. Among his main colleagues 


he is supported only by Mrs. Golda Meir, the } 


Foreign Minister, in his view that the Zionist 
Organization has played its part on the stage 
of history and should give way to an all- 
inclusive all-Jewish body which would bring 
the entire Jewish people into a direct relation- 
ship with the State. 


It seems clear that Mapai—and, as a conse- 
quence, the Government—will adopt the policy 
of Dr. Nahum Goldmann, which is to build 
a wider movement of the entire Jewish people 
in support of Israel and the aims of Jewish 


survival around the Zionist Movement as 4} 


nucleus. Besides the central significance of 
the problem itself, I do not know whether thert 
are many examples of a national and party 
leader of Mr. Ben-Gurion’s commanding stature 


engaging in a vigorous and hard-hitting con-| 


troversy with the overwhelming majority of 
his own party, without his position being im 
the least affected by his defeat in the debate 
In any case, the discussion has cleared the aif 
and the next Zionist Congress should mark 
an important step forward along the road t 
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the consolidation of Jewry for the furtherance 
of Zionist aims in Israel and the Diaspora. 


HE ATTENTION of the people of Israel has 

been strikingly focused during the month on 
a period of national history far earlier than 
that of the beginnings of modern Zionism. Lis- 
teners to Kol Israel’s 11 p.m. news bulletin 
on May 11 were suddenly carried back almost 
two thousand years by the voice of Professor 
Yigael Yadin, former Chief of Staff of the 
Israel Defense Forces and now one of our 
foremost archeologists. At a reception in the 
President’s official residence he had just revealed 
the discovery of a bundle of letters from Shimon 
Bar-Cochba, leader of the last desperate revolt 
against the Romans in 132-135 ce. These 
letters, vividly expressive of the bold, command- 


| ing personality preserved in the Talmudic leg- 


ends about the rebel leader, seemed to anni- 
hilate the passage of the centuries; and the sol- 
diets who helped the expedition which made 
these discoveries in the Judean Desert, and 
one of whom actually found the letters, seemed 
to shake hands across the centuries with those 
ancient, desperate fighters. 

But an even earlier period of our history 
has been making its appearance in the headlines 
of the daily papers. The day after the Bar- 
Cochba discovery, Mr. Ben-Gurion appeared 
before the Journalists’ Association in Tel Aviv 


not t to lecture, at their request, on a non-political 
> ; 


cing | the study of the Bible. Every week a unique 


subject. He chose a field near to his heart— 


study circle meets in his house in Jerusalem. 
Besides the Prime Minister and the President 
it consists of a variety of scholars, orthodox 
and free-thinking, Bible students, archeologists 
and linguists. They discuss various aspects of 
the Bible, purely for the pleasure of discussion— 


| lishmah—for its own sake,” to use the Hebrew 


term. The subject in recent months has been 


‘the Book of Joshua and its historical impli- 


cations, and Mr. Ben-Gurion chose to address 
the journalists on the Exodus, as he understands 
that great historical event from a study of the 
Biblical sources. 

The views he expressed were highly unor- 
thodox, though similar ideas had been put for- 
ward previously by scholars. He believes that 
the ancestors of the Jewish people, already 
professing a monotheistic religion, lived in this 


_ country at the time of Abraham and even 


before. Only a part of this people went down 
to Egypt in the days of Jacob, according to 
this view, and it was only the descendants of 
this group which returned through the wilder- 


hess under the leadership of Moses, with a puri- 


fied and exalted version of monotheism, a little 
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over two centuries later. Mr. Ben-Gurion es- 
timates the size of the generation of the wilder- 
ness, on the basis of a close analysis of some of 
the texts, at only about six hundred. 

These iconoclastic views might not have 
aroused the tremendous interest they did if 
the orthodox Agudat Israel had not submitted 
in the Knesset a vote of no confidence in the 
Government on the grounds that the Prime 
Minister had no right to strike such a blow 
at the foundations of the Jewish religion. Rabbi 
Isaac Meir Levin spoke with obvious sincerity 
and deep feeling in submitting the motion, and 
Mr. Ben-Gurion replied in a conciliatory vein, 
arguing only that this was not a matter for the 
Knesset to decide, and asserting his right as an 
individual to study the Bible, which he loved, 
and to express his opinions without let or 
hindrance. For a few days before the vote 
it seemed as if there might even be a Cabinet 
crisis over the episode, as the Mizrachi were 
embarrassed at having to support the Govern- 
ment on such an issue. Ultimately, however, 
they contented themselves with expressing their 
categorical dissent from the Prime Minster’s 
views, while in effect supporting the contention 
that this was not a matter on which the legisla- 
ture had to express an opinion. 

Without going into the historical merits of 
Mr. Ben-Gurion’s analysis, it seems to me 
that the chief interest of the affair lies in the 
light it casts on the character of Israel and its 
leadership. It is not easy to imagine a parallel 
to this spectacle of the Prime Minister of a coun- 
try faced with grave problems and difficulties 
spending hours poring over texts and con- 
cordances to prepare a lecture on a subject so 
far removed from everyday concerns, or to 
the interest aroused by the controversy in the 
parliament and among the public as a whole. 
If we try to think of President Eisenhower 
spending his time on research into the ante- 
cedents of George Washington, or Prime Minis- 
ter Macmillan studying the historical basis for 
the Arthurian legends, and the problems in- 
volved being hotly debated in Congress or the 
House of Commons, with the Press being inun- 
dated with articles and readers’ letters, we might 
have something remotely comparable. Apparent- 
ly, Israel is not so exclusively concerned with 
economics and real politik as some people believe. 


Economic affairs, of course, had their place 

in the picture. In the second week of the 
month Mr. Pinhas Sapir, the Minister of Com- 
merce and Industry, returned from a trip to 
America and other countries to lay the founda- 
tion for the new campaign to secure investments 
in industry. This effort has been given the name 
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of the “Third Arm”—the first two arms be- 
ing the Israel Appeal and the Bond Drive. It 
is believed that the time has come when the 
foundations of our economy have been sufficient- 
ly well-laid to make it possible to attract large- 
scale investments on a business basis, and a 
systematic attempt is to be made to contact 
potential investors and supply them with detailed 
information on projects that might interest 
them. Of some significance was Mr. Sapir’s 
forecast on his arrival that Israel might hope 
to attain economic self-sufficiency in 1968. At 
present, exports cover some 50% of imports, 
and the Minister believed that the percentage 
could be raised to 75 in 1964 and practically 
a hundred in four more years. This is not merely 
a piece of wishful thinking; it is based on a 
sober and detailed analysis of the industrial 
outlook for the next four years, which goes 
into the prospects in each branch of industry 
in considerable detail. No one expects every- 
thing to go with perfect smoothness, exactly 
according to schedule, but the steady rise in 
exports indicates that the target can be reached. 
Another highly encouraging episode has been 
the visit of Mr. Eugene Black, President of 
the World Bank, and the favorable impressions 
which he has expressed in private and public. 

The theme of foreign affairs was not absent 
either, though it did not force itself on public 
attention with any great urgency. The Cleo- 
patra affair was, of course, closely followed, and 
there was considerable appreciation for the 
attitude of the American stevedores, but it 
was not expected that their action would lead 
to any fundamental change, and no great sur- 
prise was expressed when it ended as it did. 
Senator Fulbright paid a brief visit, but this 
was generally regarded as little more than a 
courtesy call, and no one expected that it would 
lead to any drastic change in his outlook. Is- 
rael’s problems on the international scene might 
have come to the fore more prominently towards 
the end of the month. Mrs. Golda Meir was due 
to give a comprehensive survey of foreign 
affairs when the Knesset considered the Budget 
estimates for her Ministry on May 23, and 
the occasion would probably have been taken 
by the Press and the Legislature for a compre- 
hensive debate on the subject. Her review was 
overshadowed, however, by an event which, 
I believe, will add a new dimension to the picture 
of the State of Israel: the Prime Minister’s 
dramatic announcement, a few hours before 
she was due to speak, of the capture of Eich- 
mann. 


[F Ever the full story is told one day of the long 
and painstaking campaign which resulted in 








JewisH Front J 





the capture and the bringing to justice of th) “ ™” 
man who was directly in charge of the e. Nazi | 
termination of European Jewry, it will up. really 
doubtedly be revealed as a thrilling exploit Russia 
But the significance of the event goes far deeper, | 
I am certain that it will turn out to have pro. |] tN 
found and far-reaching effects on the history i the 

of Israel. The trial of Eichmann before ay por 


Israeli court under the terms of Israeli law wil 
demonstrate more strikingly than anything hy} 
done before the role that Israel can play x 

the State of the Jewish people. It is not easy 

to define clearly and adequately the relationship 
between Israel and the Diaspora. For Jews who | 
have no intention of leaving the countries where 

they live, it may well have been felt that the}! 
relation is little more than a sentimental one,| 
Now, however, Israel will be playing a part in} 








which there can be no substitute for a sovereign di 
Jewish State. oW of th 
When six million Jews were done to deatht same 

by the Nazis, the Jewish people everywher new 

had to look on in utter impotence. Other nations} situat 
could fight back when their interests, sovereign. Thi 
ty, or freedom were threatened; we could do} 1944. 
nothing when our very lives were at stake) gariar 
And even when the free world was victoriow, that c 
we had to rely on others to punish the criminal! Their 
Some of them met their deserts at Nuremberg: thoug 


others were brought to trial in various countries; and { 
but we knew that many had escaped, and th! nated 
world showed no great energy or enthusiasm) about 
in seeking them out in their places of refuge. Bec 


The trial and punishment of Eichmann in the}} Hung 


State of Israel illuminates afresh not only th} Germ 
significance of the Jewish State, but the natur}| From 






of the Jewish people and the relationship between \) pour¢ 
the two. Here is a common bond that unites al} Way- 
Jews in defense of life itself; retribution for th 9} ™8 ¢ 
archmurderer of millions of Jews as Jews s}) 8s 


not only a question of an emotional catharsis—} office 
it is a measure of deterrence, and therefor office 


protection against anyone who may once agai :) ™an’ 

in the future be tempted to regard Jewry sf SOU 

a defenseless horde who can be exterminated) Polar 

with impunity. Only the Jewish State can per- | ¥4° 

form this function; a trial by the most august Pri 
| it 


international tribunal—if it could be conceiv- 
ably convened in the present world climate— 
would still leave the Jewish people bereft of In 


—— 


the elementary right to defend its sons ani ploy 
daughters against their murderers. Joel B 


That is why Dr. Goldmann’s proposal to inf The S 
vite judges of other nations to take part in th) ™|* 






trial was so extraordinarily lacking in insight Py 
received here with such indignation. It seet § is rep 
incredible that he, of all men, should not realizt B Publi 





that what Eichmann did to the Jews was differ- 
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ent in kind, and not only in degree, from the 
Nazi atrocities against any other nation. Is it 
really necessary to say that the killing of Poles, 
Russians and others was an act of war, while 


in our case it was a deliberate attempt at ex- 


termination? Why was no voice raised when 
the Nazi-occupied countries brought their op- 
pressors to justice after the war, without the 
cooperation of judges from other nations which 





suffered the rule of the same men? 

The story of the Exodus from Egypt, the 
last desperate stand against the Romans, the 
social, economic and political problems of Israel 
Liberata, the capture and approaching trial of 
a modern Haman— isolated events, on the sur- 
face, but interconnected by a hundred hidden 
lines passing through the focal point of the 
renascent State of the Jewish people! 


Eichmann’s Last Offer: 
“Goods for Blood” 


by Marie Syrkin 


gps attempts to negotiate with the Nazis still 
did not end. The third and most ambitious 


* of these efforts took place in Hungary. The 


same villains appear in the cast, but there are 
new heroes. Before relating this phase, the 
situation in Hungary must be described. 

The Germans occupied Hungary in March, 
1944. Up to that time, the condition of Hun- 
garian Jewry was incomparably happier than 
that of the Jewries of other European countries. 
Their better fortune consisted in the fact that, 
though Hungarian Jews suffered discrimination 
and persecution, they were not being extermi- 
nated. When the Nazis marched in, there were 


_ about 800,000 Jews alive. 


Because of its comparatively privileged state, 


| Hungary had been an active rescue-center for 


German and Polish Jews since the rise of Hitler. 
From 1933 on, a steady stream of refugees had 
poured into Hungary. It was one of the last 
way-stations in the outward trek of Jews seek- 
ing to leave the continent. This influx of refu- 
gees was directed and assisted by the rescue 


_ office in Budapest. Furthermore, the Budapest 


office was in secret contact with Gisi Fleisch- 


_ man’s rescue cell in Bratislava, Slovakia. Both 


gtoups cooperated in smuggling people out of 
Poland. After 1941, when the Istanbul office 
was established, a threefold contact was achieved. 

Among the leading figures in the rescue and 


_ fesistance movement in Hungary were Rezo 





In view of the current interest in the Eichmann case, 
We reprint the account of the negotiations with Eich- 
Mann as first reported to Marie Syrkin in Tel Aviv by 
Joel Brandt in 1945. It is taken from Blessed is the Match: 
The Story of Jewish Resistance by Marie Syrkin, published 
in 1947 by The Jewish Publication Society of America in 
Cooperation with the B’nai B’rith Hillel Foundations in 
American Universities, and long out of print. The chapter 
Is reprinted here with the kind permission of The Jewish 
Publication Society of America, holders of the copyright. 


Kastner and Joel Brandt. (Their names were 
mentioned in the proceedings of the Nuremberg 
Trials in connection with the evidence con- 
cerning Nazi crimes against the Jews.) Joel 
Brandt worked with Kastner. He became the 
hero of the most grandiose rescue scheme of all 
that were contrived by the stubborn handful 
of men and women who refused to resign them- 
selves to the idea that the Jews of Europe were 
to be wiped out and not a finger lifted in their 
behalf. Nothing came of Brandt’s manoeuvers; 
the web tore; but there was a brief moment when 
it seemed as though ultimate salvation was at 
hand. 

I saw Brandt in Tel Aviv where he was 
staying after the collapse of the extraordinary 
campaign he had initiated. He told me the 
details of the fabulous story, and together we 
meditated on the terrible “‘if’s” and “but’s” 
with which it abounded. History will judge 
whether the ‘“‘but” should have outweighed the 
“sf.” Brandt still had no doubts; the chance 
should have been taken, despite the fearful 
doubts and alternatives. 

Something must be told of Brandt’s back- 
ground to make the role he played intelligible. 
He had been one of the leaders of the Socialist- 
Zionist movement in Hungary, and, as such, 
one of the chief organizers of the Jewish un- 
derground. In 1941, when reports of extermina- 
tion started to arrive, the Zionist Youth groups 
began to create resistance units which were 
active in sabotage against the Nazi. The Bu- 
dapest office developed an extensive network 
of agents and couriers who managed to pene- 
trate into ghettos of Poland and aided in the 
escape of some 50,000 Polish Jews into Hungary. 
This was an enormous number in view of the 
difficulties. Besides, one must bear in mind that 
the successful crossing of the border was only 
one phase of the enterprise. Once the refugees 





were in Hungary, they had to be provided 
with false documents, lodging and food. All 
this involved the functioning of an intricate 
underground machine. The Istanbul office aid- 
ed in the provision of funds. Except for its 
scope, this aspect of the rescue work of the 
Budapest center differed little from that of 
Bratislava, Bucharest, or Geneva. But in Hun- 
gary the development of contacts with govern- 
ment officials had reached a much higher stage 
than in other places. With the passage of time, 
those who directed the rescue campaign had 
acquired a number of extremely influential 
acquaintances able to reach Hungarian and Nazi 
government circles. The individuals in question 
were influenced through bribery and through 
intimidation. After Stalingrad, it was possible 
to appeal to the fears of the governing classes. 
The Jewish representatives argued: ““The war 
is lost; if you let us save Jews by not insisting 
on too strict a check of papers, and by not ship- 
ping back those who manage to cross the bor- 
der, we will some day testify that you opposed 
the extermination program.” 

This argument, reinforced by cash payments, 
was not without effect. There were many offi- 
cials among the Hungarians who were becoming 
increasingly dubious of Nazi victory. They 
wanted to have a foot in both camps, and per- 
mitting Hungarian Jews to rescue other Jews 
seemed to be good strategy. There were also 
German Nazis who were no longer confident 
of ultimate success. All these states of mind 
could be exploited, provided one had the neces- 
sary connections. These the Budapest office 
had succeeded in obtaining. The stage was set 
for attempt number three. 


THoucH Gisi’s negotiations in Slovakia had 

foundered in 1943, the Budapest office was 
familiar with them and had participated in 
the discussions. In January, 1944, there took 
place a prelude to the final offer made by the 
Nazis. Dr. Schmidt, of the Wehrmacht, in- 
formed Brandt and Kastner that the long strug- 
gle between the Wehrmacht and the S.S. as 
to the extermination of the Jews had been 
decided in favor of the former. The Wehrmacht 
proposed that the killings be stopped and that 
all remaining Jews should be concentrated in 
camps which could be inspected by the Red 
Cross. The responsibility for feeding and main- 
taining these camps should be borne by Jewish 
organizations. The scheme was to apply to 
all occupied countries except Hungary. In re- 
turn for this, the Allies should be informed 
of the names of the chiefs of the Wehrmacht 
who were responsible for the cessation of the 
mass slaughter. That was the only stipulation 
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made in addition to the provision of funds fo, 
the support of these Jewish camps. 

Assuming that this offer was made in good 
faith and merited consideration, we may fy 
certain that it was not motivated by a sudden 
burst of humanitarianism on the part of the 
generals. They were as ruthless as the S. S., but 
more calculating. As soldiers, they objected to 
the extensive use of railroad equipment for the 
deportations. No matter how many human le. 
ings were choked into sealed trains, the sheer 
physical process of transporting several million 
people required more engines, rails and time 
than the military wished to give to purpose 
other than those connected with troop move. 
ments. The shipping of huge numbers of c- 
vilian Jews for the purpose of murdering them 
was a luxury in which the Wehrmacht did not 
feel justified in indulging for the time being, 
In addition, as soldiers, they had by this time 
a fairly realistic view of the possibility of a 
German victory, and the notion of avoiding 
trial as war criminals was tempting. 

While these discussions went on, the balance 
of power shifted again. Hungary was occupied 
and the S. S. took charge of the country. The 
Wehrmacht generals who had conferred with 
the Jewish leaders were imprisoned, and large- 
scale deportations of Jews were resumed. While, 
however, the situation of Hungarian Jewry 
deteriorated rapidly, the S. S., curiously enough, 
began to negotiate with Brandt. 

We encounter the same cast as in the pre- 
vious act. Willy von Wislitzeni, who had been 
the chief protagonist in the discussions with 
Gisi Fleischman, reappears. His behavior in 
the Slovakian affair had been such as to inspire 
confidence. He had permitted the negotiations 
to drag on while replies were awaited from the 
bodies who were expected to provide the ransom. 
This had meant that Jews had been saved from 
murder during a given period. Wislitzeni’s re- 
turn of the initial installment, after the failure 
of the project, also served to make those who 
dealt with him feel that his offers, even if not 
trusted too naively, should at any rate b 
seriously weighed. 

Wislitzeni, a brother-in-law of Himmler, 
claimed to be concerned for the rescue of the 
Jews on humanitarian grounds. The merits of 
this contention are, at present, a purely act 
demic issue, though it provided a basis for the 
negotiations, Kastner and Brandt had their first 
meeting with Wislitzeni at the end of March, 


1944, approximately one year after the Slo-| 


vakian fiasco. 


The negotiations involved all Jews in German} 


hands; that is to say, about two and a half 
million Jews who still remained alive. Up © 
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the spring of 1944 the Germans had murdered 
gmewhere between three and four million. 
It is impossible to give the exact figures despite 
the astronomic size of the carnage. The Jewish 
representatives suggested that the originally 
mentioned two million dollars ransom be the 
hasis of the talks. They offered to raise the 
sum provided four conditions were met: (1) 
that killings of Jews stop; (2) that Jews be 
not concentrated in ghettos; (3) that there be 
no further deportations; (4) that emigration 
be permitted. 

Wislitzeni discussed each point at length. 
He declared that he was in agreement with the 
stoppage of executions, but he could not guaran- 
tee absolute success in the carrying out of this 
order. In a time of war, many “actions” went 
on of their own momentum. With such a large 
territory affected, one could not expect a hun- 
dred per cent cessation of the slaughter, but 
it could be substantially checked. 

As for point 2, he was not in favor of the 
creation of further ghettos. But local sentiment 
in Hungary had to be considered. Jews would 
have to be evacuated from towns of less than 
10,000 inhabitants, since there would be too 
much hostility from the local fascists if such 
“purges” did not take place. 

Point 3, the question of deportations, was 
purely in German hands, and for the time being, 
the Germans were not interested in continuing 
the deportations. But consideration had to be 
given to the fact that Hungarian anti-Semites 
would press for deportations. The Nazis could 
hardly assume the role of the champions of 
Hungarian Jewry. Therefore, it was essential 
that concrete proposals be made involving point 
4—emigration. Wislitzeni, however, was not 
interested in a small trickle of emigration to 
Palestine, such as might be possible under present 
conditions. He wanted a mass evacuation of 
the Jews from German-occupied territories. 
Even if the Jewish Agency removed 50,000, 
or 60,000, Jews to Palestine by using up the 
remaining certificates* and other means, he 
did not view this as a solution of the problem. 
Furthermore, such emigration would take five 
or six months. In addition, he wanted no com- 
plications with the Arabs, who would object 
to such a plan. He demanded an immediate 
mass migration of the Jews to North America, 
including Canada, to South America, Australia, 
to North Africa, west of Tunis, and to South 
Africa. 

This in brief was the Wislitzeni reply. He 
refused to commit himself as to whether two 


ities 
* : . + . . one 
Certificates of immigration issued by the British 
vernment. 
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million dollars would be acceptable as a ransom. 
This question required further discussion. 


AFTER several more meetings, the negotiations 

began directly with Eichmann, the head 
of the Jewish section. Eichmann was one of the 
top Nazis, very close to Hitler and Himmler. 
He had been born in the German colony of 
Sarona in Palestine and spoke perfect Hebrew. 
He was accurately versed in all Zionist questions, 
keeping abreast of the proceedings of Zionist 
congresses and political developments within 
the various Zionist parties, to the minutest 
detail. With this equipment he was therefore 
a natural candidate for the post of chief of 
the Jewish Department in Nazi Germany. The 
task of organizing the extermination of Polish 
Jewry had been entrusted to him, and he was 
the notoriously successful executor of the “ac- 
tion.” Just as he was the principal figure in 
the first attempts at negotiations in 1939, so 
he emerged again in the somber finals. 

In the middle of April, Brandt received word 
that Eichmann wished to see him: Brandt was 
to stand in front of a well-known cafe in Bu- 
dapest; he would be fetched to the meeting 
place. The arrangements were carried out and 
Brandt found himself face to face with Eich- 
mann, the butcher of several million Polish 
Jews, with whom salvation had to be discussed. 
A stenographer and an S. S. officer were present 
throughout the interview. Brandt believes that 
an official record of the conversation was made. 

Eichmann made no bones about his history. 
He announced without further ceremony: “You 
know who I am? I carried out the actions in 
Poland, in Slovakia and in Germany. I have 
been assigned the task of solving the Jewish 
problem here. I called you to do business with 
you. I have investigated and decided that the 
Jews of the Joint* can still raise something. I 
am ready for business. Goods for blood; blood 
for goods (Ware fiir Blut; Blut fiir Ware).” 

These words are taken from Brandt’s notes 
made immediately after the meeting. They are 
probably as accurate an account of a conver- 
sation as can be had short of a stenographic 
report. Brandt replied that what goods Jews 
owned had been confiscated long before. Money 
could only be raised outside of Europe, but then 
the four conditions made to Wislitzeni would 
have to be met. Eichmann continued: “I am 
ready to sell you your Jews. I'll hand them 
over to you wherever you wish, except in the 
Balkans. I can’t allow emigration into Palestine. 
They can go to America, South Africa, or 
North Africa west of Tunis. What kind of 
goods you will deliver, you'll have to consider. 


* American Jewish Joint Distribution Committee. 
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For instance, I would be interested in trucks.” 

Brandt reported the conversation to other 
leaders in the Jewish rescue group in Budapest, 
and all agreed that it was essential to continue 
the talks as long as possible. Whatever happened, 
time might be gained in the course of which 
more “hikes” could be organized, the resistance 
cells could be strengthened, and more people 
could be hidden in bunkers. 

The next day Brandt was again summoned 
to Eichmann. Brandt told him that he had been 
selected to go to Istanbul to make the details of 
the negotiations known and to see what could 
be done about getting funds to meet the terms. 
He asked that the journey to Turkey be per- 
mitted. 

Eichmann agreed to let Brandt leave Hungary 
for this purpose, but demanded that Brandt’s 
family, consisting of his wife and two children, 
be left as hostages. When Brandt accepted this 
condition, Eichmann developed his ideas more 
explicitly. He urged Brandt to expedite the 
fulfillment of his mission, for the S. S. ex- 
termination policy would soon be resumed. 
There was not enough money and goods to 
ransom all of the Jews; but he was prepared 
to let a certain number be bought off. Eichmann 
then asked Brandt which Jews he wanted to 
save: those in Hungary, Theresienstadt,* Po- 
land or elsewhere. He also wanted to know 
which categories interested Brandt most. He 
assumed it would be men still able to procreate, 
and women of child-bearing age. To this Brandt 
answered that all Jews were equally precious 
to him and that he was in no position to desig- 
nate which classes were to be exempt from 
slaughter. 


THERE were several further meetings with 

Eichmann, in the course of which the follow- 
ing tentative offer was made: Eichmann would 
permit the emigration of a million Jews chosen 
from every German-occupied country. In re- 
turn for this he wanted 10,000 trucks and some 
tons of food and soap. These trucks, Eichmann 
informed Brandt, would not be used on the 
Western Front, but exclusively on the Eastern 
Front. Eichmann was prepared to implement 
the agreement in installments. After 100,000 
Jews had been permitted to leave German-occu- 
pied territory, 1000 trucks and 10% of the 
food was to be supplied. After the next 100,000 
Jews had left, the next batch of trucks would 
be delivered, etc. Eichmann warned against 
the delivery of defective trucks; he would not 
let himself be fooled. 

The strategy of Eichmann’s offer is clear; 
but before its obviously vicious intent is ana- 


* A concentration camp in Czechoslovakia. 
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lyzed, it is necessary to complete the his 
of this episode. Then the “if”s and “bur’, 
can be considered. 

While the terms were being drawn up, and 
while Brandt was waiting for an opportunity 
to set out on his journey, deportations and ex. 
ecutions continued. To Brandt’s remonstrance 
Eichmann replied that, though the deportations 
were taking place at the rate of 12,000 daily, 
the individuals deported would not be extermi. 
nated pending the return of Brandt. But Eich. 
mann warned: “See that you hurry back with 
a satisfactory answer. I cannot keep your 
Jews on ice (Aber ich mache sie darauf aut. 
merksam dass ich ihnen ihre Juden nicht auf Eis 
legen kann.) The young and healthy can work, 
but the old, the sick, and children have to bk 
fed.” 

At the same time, Eichmann announced that 
he and Brandt would have to fight each other 
again in the future, for he was an “idealistic 
German” and Brandt was an “idealistic Jew,” 
and as such they were natural antagonists. For 
the present they could cooperate. To this char- 
acterization Brandt replied that he was an or- 
dinary Jew concerned only with doing his utmost 
to save his brothers, and that, far from con- 
sidering Eichmann an “idealistic German,” he 
viewed him solely as the murderer of the Jewish 
people. However, in view of the stakes, he was 
prepared to “do business” with him in the 
question of rescue. This blunt rejoinder in 
no way affected Eichmann. He concluded the 
conversation by again counselling haste in the 
fulfillment of the terms. 

Brandt was enabled to leave for Istanbul 
to acquaint authoritative bodies with the offer. 
From there he went to Cairo. As soon as the 
facts had been made known, the Jewish Agency 
at once informed the Allied powers of Eich- 
mann’s proposal. 

From this point on, the dénouement of the 
whole scheme was rapid. In Cairo Brandt was 
detained by the British for investigation. He 
was imprisoned in great elegance in a pasha’ 
palace, while his story was being examined, and 
was only released after a prolonged hunget 
strike. 

Ira Hirschmann examined Brandt in Cairo’ 
Washington had been informed that a “Nau 
agent” had arrived with a suspicious proposd 
President Roosevelt was anxious to acquaint 
himself with all the features of the offer, and 
Hirschmann consequently flew to Cairo fot 
the express purpose of questioning Brandt. It 
was not easy to get access to him. The Britis 


* See “Lifeline to a Promised Land,” by Ira A. Hirsch 
mann, Vanguard Press, 1946, pp. 117ff. 
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his suggested that Hirschmann leave at once for 
“bur”, | London where the question of the Nazi offer 


was going to be discussed between Moshe Shertok 
, of the Jewish Agency and Anthony Eden, But 
= Hirschmann insisted on being permitted to 

yy carry out the instructions of the United States 


“= Government, and he was finally allowed to see 
tatio, Brandt. After questioning him exhaustively, 
“daily he concluded that Brandt was exactly what he 
tere. claimed to be: a Jew who had made a desperate 
- Eich. effort to save his fellows. After the interview, 
5 with Hirschmann sent a report underscoring. my 
your [Hirschmann’s ] belief in Brandt’s integrity. 
f auf. This testimony from an American is important, 
suf Bi because it confirms from another source the 
work, evidence available in the offices of the Jewish 
to be} Agency in Jerusalem. The most compelling 


internal testimony of the truth of Brandt’s 
d thar} laims comes from the British themselves. They 
would not have released a “Nazi agent” in 
the course of the war. 

»} The Eichmann proposal was quickly rejected. 
While Brandt was imprisoned, the B.B.C. radio 
announced the Nazi overtures and officially 


chat. refused this “blackmail” offer. This public 


an or-f de 
rejection put a summary end to the negotiations. 

itmost} | ‘ 

er Eichmann at once followed up his threat that 


1.” het he would not keep the Jews “on ice.” The de- 
jewish portations and executions were resumed, and 
the Nazis gassed and shot another million Jew- 


ie ish civilians before they were vanquished. When 
Leet the Germans were finally defeated, a million and 


d the} @ half Jews remained alive in Europe — a 
/ million less than in the summer of 1944 when 
Eichmann demanded 10,000 trucks. 


No extraordinary analytic faculties are required 
to perceive the many suspicious features 
as th} . . ; ; : ° 
in Eichmann’s offer. First of all, his promise 
ich. that the trucks would be used exclusively against 
Russia could only be viewed as an obvious 
manoeuver to split the Allies. Secondly, there 
was no denying that trucks, food, or soap, wher- 
ever used, would strengthen the Nazi war 
machine. Finally, his demand for the mass evac- 
uation of the ransomed Jews to territories other 
than Palestine was a bombshell which placed 
the question of finding immediate asylums 
___,} Suarely before the democracies. 
alr. Each of these terms—if it became a question 
Nati} of debate—constituted, an insurmountable ob- 
posil} stale to the scheme. The entire proposal could 
juain'} only be discussed on the basic assumption that 
, anc) the saving of one million human beings from 
0 fot} certain murder was important enough to cause 
it. If the democratic world to examine the obvious 
pitfalls in the offer and to agree on ways of 
minimizing its dangers. In the first place, the 
agreement of Russia to such a scheme was 
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essential, for no step that might jeopardize 
the unity of the Allies could be considered. 
Russia would have to decide whether the pres- 
ence of an additional 10,000 trucks on her 
front, to be delivered in installments of 1000, 
would constitute a serious menace, so serious 
that it overweighed the merit of saving one 
million people. The United Nations as a whole 
would have had to consider whether the Nazi 
war machine would be substantially strengthen- 
ed if Eichmann received assistance to the ex- 
tent mentioned. And, of course, the democ- 
racies would have been obliged to find room for 
the refugees in the vast continents at their 
disposal. 

Those who urged the acceptance of the 
offer contended that the total amount requested 
represented less than a day’s expenditure in the 
war budget; they argued that, though it was 
admittedly unfortunate to give the Nazis as 
much as a penny, so immense a disaster could 
be averted, that the claims of humanity war- 
ranted “doing business” with the Nazis to 
this extent. They insisted that the outcome 
of the war could be neither affected adversely 
nor delayed by such an agreement. Too little 
money or goods was involved to affect any 
issue save that of the rescue of the Jews. 

A natural objection to this reasoning arises. 
If what Eichmann wanted in the way of “goods” 
was really so trifling, why should he have been 
willing to deliver the Jews for it? It seems too 
poor a bargain. Several explanations occur to 
one’s mind: Eichmann might have hoped that, 
by presenting this project, he would succeed 
in embroiling the United Nations in disputes 
among themselves. Perhaps England and Amer- 
ica would consent without securing Russia’s 
agreement, and the result would be the long- 
desired clash. Since the Germans spared no 
energy and cunning in attempting to create 
a rift between the Russians and the democ- 
racies, this element may have played a part in 
the offer. No possibility, no matter how far- 
fetched, was likely to be disdained. We must 
remember, however, that ransom negotiations 
with the Nazis went through various phases, 
beginning with 1939, and that the question 
of trucks for the Eastern Front appeared only 
at the very end. Therefore, the prospect of 
creating trouble with Russia could not have 
been the decisive factor, though it was prob- 
ably one of several motives. 

Another possible explanation, and a very 
plausible one, is that Eichmann and the govern- 
ment he represented were anxious, not so much 
to embroil the Allies with each other, as to 
make them partners in Nazi guilt. He wanted 
to be able to state for the record: from 1939 
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on the Nazis were ready to let the Jews be 
ransomed for sums which could have been 
raised, provided other countries were prepared 
to admit them. 

One of the favorite German defenses against 
the outcries of an outraged humanity has con- 
sistently been that the same outraged world 
was never willing to open its doors to the 
victims of the Nazis. This charge does not 
lessen Nazi guilt by one iota, but one can see 
that the Germans would take pleasure in twit- 
ting the democracies on this score. They prob- 
ably believed that by an offer such as that of 
Eichmann they were bolstering their case before 
the bar of history. 

Then there is reason to assume that Eichmann, 
like Wislitzeni and other Nazis, believed that, 
in case of defeat, their individual positions 
would be more secure if they could point to 
some act of mercy to mitigate their black 
record. There is no doubt whatsoever that, as 
German fortunes fell, many minor officials 
sought to ingratiate themselves with the Allies 
and, since some of them had come to trust the 
legends of their own creation, they might have 
thought that “Jewish influence” would save 
them from trial as criminals if they added a 
ransom “action” to their roster of good deeds. 

The breath-taking schemes of mass salvation 
plotted by such optimists as Gisi Fleischman 
and Joel Brandt never materialized. But the 
loss was not total. Just as Gisi’s negotiations 
in Slovakia managed to stave off the day of 
extermination and so won a permanent reprieve 
for some thousands of the hundreds of thou- 
sands involved, so the Brandt-Kastner discus- 
sions had some tangible results. As an earnest 
of his good will, Eichmann had authorized the 
sending of 15,000 Jews to Austria instead of 
Oswiecim; these lived to see the day of libera- 
tion. Some other thousands were shipped from 
Bergen-Belsen to concentration camps near 
Switzerland. They too survived. It seems a 
small number when one thinks of the vastness 
of the original scheme, but in the total of 
Jewish survivors even those thousands play an 
appreciable part. 


[N Tel Aviv I met one of the men who was 

saved by virtue of the abortive negotiations 
with Eichmann. The occasion was one which 
drew many of the threads in this story together. 
There had been a memorial meeting for the 
lost parachutists, attended by those of the 
group who had lived to return to Palestine 
and by the relatives of those who had perished. 
Afterwards, some of us had dinner together: 
Joel and Reuben, the friends of Hanna Senesch 
and heroes in their own right, were there. 
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Present also was a middle-aged Hungarian Jey 
recently arrived in Palestine, the father of 
Perez, the youngest of the parachutists, who had 
been executed by the Germans after his capture 
in Hungary. 

When I inquired how the father had escaped 
from Hungary, I was told that he had been 
a member of the transport which had been 
sent to safety instead of extermination becaus 
of the Brandt negotiations with Eichmann. The 
son had flown from Palestine to perish in Hun. 


gary in an attempt to bring help. The father | 


had been saved through ransom. Now he 
was in Palestine, like the mother of Hanna, 
while their children lay buried on the continent 
to which they had insisted on returning. 

I mention this circumstance because the only 
way the pitifully small or catastrophically large 
numbers, which one employs when discussing 
European Jewry, acquire meaning is in terms 
of actual individuals. The few thousand Hun- 
garian Jews who escaped slaughter, thanks to 
the obstinate will of ““madmen” or “‘simpletons” 
like Brandt or others, loom large after one 


has met face to face any of the human beings | 
who were saved. Before such meetings some | 


may presume to ask: “Was all the excitement 


worth while in view of the slight result?” | 


Afterwards, one shudders at the brutality and 
the lack of imagination implicit in the question. 
The question was put often by those who de- 
cried Brandt’s efforts. Those, however, who 
sat with the father of the young parachutist 
whose memory we had gathered to honor in 
Palestine can never think of the effort as vain 
or of the outcome as trivial. 

To save these thousands a ransom of nine 
million Swiss francs had been collected and 
given, as a first installment, to Kurt Becker, 
an S. S. man. In addition to the cash, jewels 
and gold had been gathered. The fate of this 
ransom has been a curious one and _ indicates 
something of Nazi mentality. 


Just before the German collapse, one of | 
the leading Hungarian Zionists, Dr. Moshe | 


Schweiger, was summoned by Becker to a Jagd 
Schloss (hunting lodge) where General Winckel- 
mann, chief commander of the East, was stay- 
ing. There Becker returned the total sum to 
Schweiger with the statement that the money 
had been taken to save Jews and, since the 
promise had not been kept except in a small 
measure, he wished to return the amount given. 
The money was turned over to an Americaf 
captain in Switzerland, a member of the Amer- 
ican counter-intelligence, who up to the dat 
of writing has been waiting to hand it back 


to its rightful owners, the Jewish organizations) 


which provided the funds. 
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This Arabian Night twist to the black tale 
indicates how much some of the Nazi hierarchy 
banked on a last-minute gesture of good will 
to the Jews to save their skins. Becker no doubt 
felt hopeful of escaping trial as a war criminal 
if he returned the murder ransom. 

Brandt did not get back to Hungary during 
the course of the war. After his release from 
his Egyptian bondage, I saw him often in Tel 
Aviv, waiting for word from the family he 
had left as hostages to the Nazis. 

Some sanctimonious individuals, many Jews 
among them, will probably feel that the whole 
attempt to negotiate with the enemy was im- 
proper. All official Jewish bodies took this 
stand when the hope of saving a million Jews 
flashed on the horizon. The reasons for and 
against the proposal have already been dis- 
cussed. Nevertheless, it is hard to free oneself 
from the feeling that no consideration, save 
the actual outcome of the war, should have 
weighed against the possibility of large-scale 
salvation. There were many “but”s, yet how 
immense was the “if”! 

The final summary report of the executive 
director of the War Refugee Board (September, 
1945) explains why American organizations 
could not afford to be implicated in ransom 
parleys with the Germans. The Nazis had 
repeatedly attempted to approach the Joint 
Distribution Committee directly. Naturally, 
the United States Government was kept in- 
formed of all such overtures. The American 
government took the position that no Amer- 
ican citizen could be involved in such negoti- 
ations. In view, however, of the possibility of 
gaining time, the War Refugee Board agreed 
to permit Saly Mayer, a Swiss citizen and a 
representative of the Joint Distribution Com- 
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mittee in Geneva, to discuss terms for the 
release of Jews. It was specified that Saly Mayer 
could act only as a Swiss citizen and not as 
a representative of an American organization. 
Saly Mayer’s protracted negotiations were in- 
strumental in saving thousands of Jews. But 
the efforts of individuals like Mayer or Brandt 
could not bring significant results without ex- 
plicit government backing. Though America, 
through the War Refugee Board, was sympa- 
thetic to all rescue attempts, the Allies officially 
opposed any form of “traffic with the enemy.” 

Nor can one escape the suspicion that some 
statesmen were embarrassed at the prospect of 
a mass exodus of the Jews of Europe. It is a 
matter of solemn record that one high British 
official, when discussing the Brandt proposal 
with a member of the Jewish Agency, so far 
forgot himself as to exclaim, “But what will 
we do with them?” 


JHE Germans were the murderers. That is 

their special distinction. But those who 
preferred to let the slaughter continue, rather 
than permit the victims to enter their territories, 
are not without stain. I do not presume to 
estimate the measure of their sin. It is foolish 
and dishonest to pretend that there is no differ- 
ence between their guilt and that of the Nazis— 
a conclusion for which the Germans angled. 
No one can deprive the Nazis of their monstrous 
preeminence in crime. But there are rungs 
lower down on the ladder, on which the gentle- 
man who inquired, “But what will we do with 
them?” surely merits a place. 

And while the bubble burst, the digging went 
on uninterrupted—here a small boat, there one 
of those “hikes” across freezing mountain passes, 
or else the long immolation in a bunker. 


Ethnic Jewishness (1891 


by Ben 


N A purely academic level, whoever wishes 

to explain Jewish solidarity as purely re- 
ligious can deal plausibly enough with the 
theoretical objections likely to be raised against 
his position, such as those which point out the 
common descent, and the endogamy, or the 
separate languages and customs, or the historic 
tradition and myths of the Jews. The explana- 
tions, at any rate, satisfy their authors fully, 
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which is the main point of an ideology. But 
the international solidarity of Jewish co-reli- 
gionists extended in the 19th and 20th centuries 
to countries whose legal institutions never re- 
garded Jews as equivalent in all respects to their 
fellow citizens except for a distinction of reli- 
gion, in the Western sense—and, so too, it 
extended to Jewish communities who never 
accepted that theory. The exercise of Jewish 
solidarity frequently involved, in such situations 
and in relation to such communities, helping to 
work out solutions which implied that an ethnic 
Jewishness existed. 
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The solution of the Jewish problem through 
emigration and planned territorial resettlement 
was a project in which Western non- and anti- 
Zionist Jews were led to cooperate even though 
it necessarily bore a strongly ethnic aspect. 
There was an attempt to give an ideologically 
acceptable look to the activity, while at the same 
time satisfying its objective requirements and 
the requirements for cooperation with Eastern 
Jews whom it chiefly concerned. The cooper- 
ation of Western and Eastern Jews in the “terri- 
torialist” movement is directly involved with 
the relations which subsequently developed be- 
tween Zionists and non-Zionists; and many at- 
titudes characteristic of the latter relationship 
were first tried out in the former. 


THE wea of a territory, not necessarily Pales- 

tine, to which mass emigration might be sent, 
thus solving the Jewish problem in the countries 
of oppression, occurred repeatedly to Western 
Jewish philanthropists and organizations. In the 
1890’s, shortly before the rise of the Herzlian 
Zionist movement, territorialist plans were can- 
vassed with particular interest, and the major 
efforts of Baron de Hirsch in Argentina and 
elsewhere, outdoing even Baron Edmond de 
Rothschild’s efforts in Palestine, made the ques- 
tion a live issue. A number of very pressing 
practical problems caused the acquisition of a 
Jewish territory to seem especially pertinent at 
that time. 

The wave of migration in 1891, a year of 
economic distress and expulsions of Jews from 
interior Russia, was the second, if not the third 
or fourth, large-scale Jewish refugee movement 
with which Western Europe was faced. The 
Western Jews who had to shoulder the respon- 
sibility for aiding their destitute co-religionists 
approached the problem with the wisdom of 
their experience during the migration of the 
1880’s and of earlier emergencies. The unpre- 
paredness of Western Jews in 1880 was felt to 
be the reason why so substantial a part of the 
funds raised to save Jews from Russia were spent 
instead on sending them back to the land of 
their oppression. After that experience it was 
considered part of the task of aiding refugees 
to make their reception in the new countries 
to which they were sent both easy and perma- 
nent. The unplanned attempts to establish farm 
colonies in the 80’s, which had collapsed in 
America and only been saved by the timely aid 
of Rothschild in Palestine, would have to be 
succeeded by properly conceived and properly 
financed schemes of colonization. The uncon- 


trolled and unselected despatch or spontaneous 
flight of refugees to the same places, which 
strained the resources of way stations and caused 
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immigrants to be barred from Palestine or sent 
back from America, would have to stop. The 
Western European responsibility for aiding emi. 
grants would not rest at speeding them on their 
way, but must include making sure that they 
went to destinations in which both geography 
and social and political conditions guaranteed 
that the Jews would remain—and that the Jew- 
ish problem would not dog their footsteps, 


MASSIVE flow of emigrants in 1891 concen- 
trated in the Charlottenburg railway depot 
of Berlin, and the Jews of this city consequently 
took a leading part in organizing international 
Jewish assistance for the refugees. At a con- 


ference on the problem held on October 21, | 


after over four months of experience with the 
refugees, a report of a sub-committee on the 
“question of colonization” was delivered by 
Karl Emil Franzos (1848-1904) from which 
one may learn a good deal about considerations 
influencing many Western Jews. 


It is evident, first of all, that the question of 
principle whether, and how far, Western Jews 
should be responsible for a project such as the 


territorial colonization of their co-religionists | 
The Berlin committee | 
had already found it necessary to defend itself | 
against the imputation that its free-handed | 


was a constant worry. 


charity at Charlottenburg (a liberality encour- 
aged by the Prussian authorities, who were anx- 
ious to keep the refugees moving out as fast as 
they came in) was one reason why the emigra- 
tion continued and increased. It was easy to 
reject this charge, showing that Russian oppres- 
sion, not the benevolence of Berlin Jews, was 
responsible for the mass flight and arguing, as 
Franzos did, that simple humanitarianism, let 
alone a natural sympathy with one’s co-religion- 
ists, demanded that aid be freely given. Never- 
theless, ideological scruples continued to make 
the committee uneasy about the legitimate 
bounds of its responsibility. Thus Franzos said 
that, in principle, it might have met the de- 
mands of humane duty, and even of honor, if 
the Prussian Jews, who bore the major initial 
burden of the refugee mass at Charlottenburg, 
left all responsibility for their final settlement 
to the other Western Jews. 


Yet, in view of the extent of the tragedy and 
the pitiful condition of the refugees, no one 
could feel he had done enough. The Berlin Jews 
could not take the refugees out of the darkness 
only to send them to a new darkness. “So we 
wished to provide, to colonize, like the others 
and together with the others.” The magnitude 
of the problem—for Franzos expected a con- 
tinuing flow of emigrants which would reach 
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4 million—was so great that only a state could 
properly handle it, as was done in the only mod- 
ern parallel, the mass emigration after the Irish 
famine of the 1840’s. This movement “was 
directed by a government, with the authority, 
the money, the credit, the administrative ma- 
chinery of one of the richest and most efficient 
states in the world.” The Jews had no state. 
“What is more, we are no longer a united peo- 
ple, the Jew in countries of modern culture to- 
day is a German, Frenchman, Briton of Jewish 
faith, and thank God he is!” In spite of all 
that, without the funds, credit, machinery or 
authority of state, the international brotherhood 
of Jews must find the means and the solidarity 
to solve the immense problem. 


The duty of providing for the refugees at 
their destination having been established, or at 
least vaguely justified, the question arose, What 
should be the territory? or more correctly, 
What territory should the Berlin Jews choose 
for their own colonization project? That the 
question was put in this peculiar way suggests 
that, in spite of the arguments by which Franzos 
had shown that charity to one’s co-religionists 
should not remain at home, he still thought of 
the responsibility of the Western Jews as essen- 
tially parochial rather than national in charac- 
ter. The answers he gave to his own question, 
moreover, show that involved in this attitude, 
was a quite deliberate avoidance of commit- 
ments that implied an ethnic ideological view of 
the problem. 


Franzos spent little time demonstrating that 
Russian Jews should not be colonized in the 
Enlightened countries of Western and Central 
Europe. 


“Europe was mentioned least often [in the 
deliberations of his sub-committee]. Quite 
correctly so, of course. I need not detail 
the reasons why we would not colonize in 
Germany, Austria-Hungary, France, and 
England. To be sure, occasionally one of 


these countries was suggested too. But 
what conceivable suggestions are not 
made!” 


The unelucidated reasons against Jewish colonies 
in Europe are clear from earlier passages of 
Franzos’s report. The first criterion for a suit- 
able territory was the “slightest possible anti- 
Semitic trend,” for Franzos assumed that Jews 
(and above all, as he felt forced to stress, Rus- 
sian Jews) could go nowhere without provoking 
some hostility. Pertinent, also, was the fact that 
the aim of colonization should be to produce 
the edifying demonstration that Jews could be- 
come and remain a self-sustaining peasant class. 
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THER reasons spoke against Palestine. Pales- 

tine, of course, was the center of ‘‘a struggle 
of Weltanschauung, of the entire gamut of re- 
ligious, political, national ideas among Jews.” 
Just because of their controversial character, 
the ideological issues concerning Palestine were 
not considered by the committee for which 
Franzos reported. However, he reports, under 
a number of heads, the opinions on the subject 
expressed to the investigating group in the peti- 
tions sent by Eastern Jews: (1) The petitioners 
were Jewish not only by faith but by nationality 
and language—meaning Yiddish, gentlemen!— 
and only in Palestine could they hope to bring 
up their children as good and pious Jews in 
their own tradition. (2) There was religious 
persecution everywhere, including America, and 
only in Palestine was there peace between all 
faiths. (3) The colonies in Palestine were pros- 
pering and no one returned from there as they 
did from America. (4) Even if things went 
badly in Palestine, all Russian Jews longed to 
go there on religious grounds and would be 
happy to live on bread and water in the ancestral 
land. (5) The Russian Jews were Easterners 
and would find it easier to accommodate them- 
selves to the style of life of the Orient than to 
strange American ways. (6) The free political 
institutions of America, they feared, might lead 
astray many Jews unaccustomed to such license. 
(7) Many Russian Jews were going to Palestine 
with means of their own, and these could help 
their poor brethren, relieving the Committee of 
some of its burden. (8) In Palestine, and only 
there, would Jews persist as farmers for they 
would want to cultivate the soil promised to 
their forefathers. 

Of these reasons, Franzos assigned only to the 
last two any objective significance. As to the 
rest, he felt that his opinion could be given 
without entering into an ideological debate. 


“Would it be within the realm of partisan- 
ship from the standpoint of this assembly, 
which is not met in some Galician hideaway 
or convened by a Hassidic sect, if I say that 
the dread of learning a foreign language, 
the wish to keep Yiddish and preserve not 
just the Jewish faith but Jewish nationality 
cannot appeal to us as material grounds in 
favor of Palestine?” (Applause. ) 

“As for the longing for Palestine on 
grounds of religion, this is an element which 
my role as rapporteur forbids me to bring 
into the debate. How far this element 
may be considered a material ground for 
establishing colonies, I leave to each of you 
to determine. 

“But the penchant for Oriental customs, 











the revulsion against American liberty, the 
declaration that Russian Jews prefer the 
political institutions of Turkey to those of 
America! No, gentlemen, these are hardly 
material grounds in’ favor of Palestine; 
they are at most material grounds for our 
feeling obliged all the more, even when 
these times of stress and strain have long 
gone by, to concern ourselves with the 
Russian Jews in quiet times, too, so that 
we can introduce to them other views re- 
lated to our own.” (Applause.) 


But setting these ideological matters aside, 
Franzos gave objective reasons why Palestine 
should not be chosen for the Berlin colony— 
a decision that was perhaps already precluded 
anyway by the applause that greeted Franzos’s 
ironically omitted ideological remarks. The first 
objective reason was the Sultan’s ban on Jewish 
immigration, and the resulting general difficul- 
ties in the country, which had already led the 
Alliance Israélite Universelle to finance the re- 
turn of immigrants to Eastern Europe. The 
second objective reason was the high cost of 
land in Palestine (which in the ensuing period 
was bid up even higher by the competitive land- 
buying of Jewish immigrants). The final rea- 
son—apart from the ideological objection to the 
national character of Palestinian colonization 
which, once more, was “not mentioned”—was 
Franzos’s suspicion that the Palestinian colony 
would not prove as safe as its sponsors believed. 

As for other territories, Franzos, on behalf of 
his sub-committee, ruled out many on the fol- 
lowing interesting principle: since it was as- 
sumed that the colony was to be a project spon- 
sored by the German committee for assistance 
to Russian emigrants and by that committee 
alone, the territory where it would be established 
had to satisfy two conditions. These were that 
(a) the means of the German group alone had 
to be sufficient; and (b) no other, similar group 
of French, British, or American Jews should be 
in a better position, because of geography or 
the political influence of their own government 
in the territory in question, to act as the sponsor 
of a colony. 

Such parochialism was hardly dictated by the 
interests of the refugees themselves, and it could 
never have prevailed in any assembly which 
frankly considered the colonization of the Rus- 
sian Jews an ethnic responsibility, an obligation 
which implied and gave point to the existence 
of a Jewish people. It is reasonable to see in it 
not only the deliberate rejection of precisely 
such implications of a national Jewish respon- 
sibility. One may also suspect some stress of 
peculiarly German national or imperial interests 


at a time when Germany first began to think 
in terms of colonial expansion, and when Ger. 


man Jews had become accustomed to consider | 
the work of the Alliance Israélite Universelk { 


as an activity promoting French as well as Jey. 
ish interests. 


WESTERN Jews generally could not, of course, 

consider territorial colonization solely in the 
light of a suitable project to occupy the atten. 
tion of local relief committees, and decide on 
its scope and location according to the means 
and specific patriotic impulses of the benefac. 


tors. Certainly American or British Jews, faced | 
with the responsibility of the ultimate settle. 


ment of the refugees, not of their transit alone, 
had to take a different view and apply a differ. 


ent yardstick. They were under the pressure [ 


of mounting anti-immigrant feeling in their 
own countries and feared the menace of anti- 
Semitism. Their yardstick was the magnitude 
of the refugee problem and of its side effects, 


not the strength and interests of their own or- | 


ganization. To serve their purposes a territory, 


or territories, had to be able to divert from | 
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London or New York a major part of the refu- | 


gees. To be sure, if this were not possible they 


Tey 


also saw the material advantage of dispersing at | 


least some immigrants from the slum concentra- 


tion and the symbolic (or, as we would say, the | 


“public relations”) value of proving that at 
least some Jews could become farmers. But this 
was decidedly a “minimum objective,” for only 
if it were pursued on a large scale could terri- 


torialist colonization cope with the problem of { 
anti-Semitism threatened by the immigrant slum. | 
Even a small colonization project necessarily | 


involved negotiating for defined political guar- 
antees, though perhaps the political advantages 
might in that case accrue to a European pro- 
tecting power, rather than to the Jewish colony 
in its own right. But a major colonization 
project, by its very nature, meant applying for 
such rights for the Jewish settlers as coul 
naturally—and, if the colony succeeded, would 
inevitably—lead to something resembling Jew- 
ish national sovereignty. This was a probable 
consequence which Western Jews could easily 
anticipate and had to accept in seeking the 
political conditions indispensable for a large- 
scale colonization. While there was certainly 
no need for an explicit ideological concession on 
this point so long as the issue was not immediate, 


the Western interest in large-scale colonization | 


in such countries as Mesopotamia, as well, of 
course, as Palestine and Argentina, constituted 


an implicit commitment not to let ideology 
stand in the way of cooperation when and if it 


did become an actual issue. 
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I Meet a New Diaspora 


by David Krivine 


s AN Israeli, born and bred in England, who 

immigrated to Israel in 1950 at the ripe age 
of thirty, I thought I knew the Diaspora. I 
have attended in my time Jewish functions both 
in England and on the continent of Europe, and 
have always been struck by their essential simi- 
larity and was convinced that the Jews of the 
West had the same characteristics and attitudes, 
which did not change markedly as the years ad- 
yanced—at least in my time. 

My first visit to Canada opened my eyes to 
new realities. ‘There are differences and there is 
change. Not only that. When I first came to 
Israel I discovered there what I thought was the 
only focus of dynamic Jewish development in 
the world. Jewry in the Diaspora, it seemed to 
me, was on the wane, and all specificaily Jewish 
activities there, whether religious, social or 
Zionist, were in gradual decline. I was vastly 
mistaken. 


NortH AmeERicaN Jewry is at the same time 
more assimilated socially and less assimilated 
institutionally as compared either with European 
Jewry today or with their own grandparents on 
the North American continent. It is an observed 
fact that the Jews in North America are busy 
building up their own resplendent ghetto. This 
isa striking novelty to me, coming as I do origi- 
nally from England, where Jewish social institu- 
tions are notable for their scarcity. British 
Jewry has synagogues (together with synagogue 
classes), Zionist organizations, and little else. 
The Jewish hotels form mostly an old-time 
kraplach circuit, and do not draw the forward- 
looking younger generation. I have never my- 
self seen a Jewish golf-club in Britain, and I am 
sure that there is no Jewish club there compara- 
ble to the Primrose Club in Toronto, with 
steam-baths, massage, library, sumptuous restau- 
rant and the rest. I do not think that a Jewish 
elementary school exists in England at all. 

The trend in Britain is for non-sectarianism 
in social life, and the reason is simple. There are 
practically no immigrants in Britain. It is a 
country, if anything, of emigration. Conse- 
quently there are essentially only four communi- 
ties in Britain—the English, Scots, Welsh and 
Irish. And if you meet a foreign-sounding name 
or hear a foreign accent, it is as likely as not to 





David Krivine is a specialist on labor laws and 
Organizations. 


be a Jew. For the Jews are still the chief “‘for- 
eign” community in England. 

Consequently to establish separate Jewish 
clubs in England is to deviate from normal, 
accepted practice in that country. It savors of 
discrimination—anti-Gentilism. There are Jews 
in the House of Lords and the House of Com- 
mons. Jews complain against the occasional golf- 
club that will not admit Jewish members. Where 
then is the consistency in establishing a Jewish 
exclusivity? You cannot have your cake and 
eat it. 

In North America, many inhabitants come 
from foreign countries, have foreign names, 
speak in foreign accents, attend their own re- 
ligious congregations, retain their foreign man- 
nerisms. Separatism is the vogue, so that dis- 
crimination becomes less obvious, is less resented. 
The oppobrious word “foreigner” is not as close- 
ly associated with “Jew” as it is in England, for 
many people are foreigners in North America. 
Accordingly, the Jewish community gaily builds 
up its specifically Jewish social framework, yet 
considers itself openly and confidently as 
“Canadians” or “Americans” in a serene manner 
that is startling to the English Jews. 


A Jew that called himself in a public place 
“one hundred per cent Britisch” (as a pre-war 
anti-Semitic writer in England sarcastically 
phrased it) would be guilty of a solecism that 
would probably cause considerable embarrass- 
ment to any other English Jew present. Reason 
is that the normal Britisher is a man whose ances- 
tors have been born and bred in Britain for as 
far back as memory can reach. The country 
is made up, so to speak, almost exclusively of 
grass-root Britons. The relatively small number 
of residents having foreign origins possess no 
alternative but to integrate themselves into the 
existent social institutions. To form their own 
separatist organizations would be deliberately to 
perpetuate their foreignness. Nevertheless, with 
all their tendency to assimilate, their complete 
fusion into so very indigenous a community as 
the British must necessarily take a long time. 
They remain for the present foreign, despite the 
remarkable degree of tolerance shown to them 
by the British community. The Jew is for the 
most part “I’étranger malgré liu.” 

I find it therefore impressive and also odd to 
see young men in Canada who belong to the 
B’nai B’rith, who spend their holidays in Jewish 
hotels in Florida, who take their steam-baths 
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with fellow-Jews and in some cases send their 
kids to schools attended exclusively by Jewish 
children; and yet who declare themselves proud- 
ly to be Canadians first and last. As a writer 
on the occasion of the bi-centenary of Canadian 
Jewry put it in a Canadian daily, Canada is not 
a melting-pot but an Irish stew. Communities 
maintain and develop their own separate lives, 
retain their separate social and cultural identities, 
yet all are Canadians. Outstanding example of 
social separatism is, of course, the French Cana- 
dians, who are not less Canadian than other resi- 
dents of that vast Dominion; and they set the 
pace for other, smaller communities such as the 
Jews. 

And here is an extension of the paradox. 
Compared with his grandfather, the young Jew- 
ish family man in Canada is incomparably more 
acculturated. In language, manners, dress, idiom, 
hobbies, he is to my mind practically indistin- 
guishable from a Canadian non-Jew. Yet his 
social life is more completely set in a Jewish 
social framework than was that of his Yiddish- 
speaking grandfather. For the grandfather had 
not got round to building up this neo-ghetto, 
indeed possibly hoped at the back of his mind 
that the separation which marked Jewish life in 
Eastern Europe would now come to an end in 
the free and democratic air of North America. 

The circle is being closed even further. The 
young Canadian Jewish father of today—fruit 
of that yen to do a bit of assimilating—knows 
little Hebrew and is not very confident of his 
ability to say kiddush with adequate fluency. 
Well, his little children do it for him—piping 
out the blessings in (to the delight of the visiting 
Israeli) the Sephardi accent that they have learnt 
at Hebrew School. 


HE DIFFERENCE in social structure between the 

Jews of Europe and North America is re- 

flected in a contrasted attitude towards immigra- 
tion to Israel. 

The second matter that caused me astonish- 
ment during my trip to the New World was my 
discovery that the Zionist Organization of 
Canada, whilst assisting immigrants who wish to 
settle in Israel, does not encourage Canadian 
Jewish immigration to my country. This seems 
to me no less startling than a Tory in England 
who should want to dethrone the Queen. The 
Zionist Federation of Great Britain and Ireland 
see immigration as a cardinal objective of Zionist 
policy. What has happened in North America? 

North American Jews are preoccupied with 
resisting the theory of what might be called 
“compulsive” Zionism. It is felt by many Israel 
leaders that immigration to Zion is in some sense 
obligatory upon all Jews, a fortiori on Jews who 
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see themselves as Zionists. 

To my mind this theory is, first of all uty 
vires, and secondly, serves to confuse the try} 
nature of Zionist immigration. 

In times of national crisis and emergency, th | 
community may call upon its members to under. F 
take obligations over and above the setvicg! 
which normally have to be rendered by all good | 
citizens and true. During World War II, for 
example, parts of the British press angrily at 
tacked certain Englishmen—notably Aldoy 
Huxley who was middle-aged and almost blind 
—for continuing to reside in countries oversey 
when their mother country was besieged by the 


enemy. When the crisis was past, the right of! 


Englishmen to reside where they wished ceased 
to be questioned. 


Israel is no longer in the position where Jews 
are obliged to sacrifice their personal preference 
and come to help combat desert and swamp, 
economic scarcity and foreign enemies. The 
State has acquired an important measure of 
stabilization. It is developing a strong industri- 
alized economy, is competent to hold its frontiers 
and is creating a vivid, independent and exciting 
cultural life of its own. A multitude of Jews 
in the East European and Oriental countries are 
longing to immigrate, and are only prevented 
from coming in greater numbers by the cruel 
whim of their respective Gentile governments. 
Those that came, however, have supplied doc- 
tors, engineers, technologists and scientists who 
have filled many of Israel’s needs in these fields. 
The Israel universities, too, are gradually increas- 
ing their supply of young scientists and profes- 
sional men to maintain the flow of skilled man- 
power in the future. 

True it is that Israel needs more, in particular, 
more business men. For business men—managets 
and investors with capital of their own—consti- 
tute one commodity that neither the East Euro- 
pean countries nor the Oriental territories can 
supply. But the need is not catastrophic in 
nature. A major economic crisis in Israel might 
well have involved an exceptional obligation on 
Western businessmen to come to the rescue a 
a matter of duty, whatever their personal pre- 
dilection may be. Such a crisis, happily, does 
not exist today. 

Let me make myself clear. There is a crisis 
situation concerning Israel: the need to finance 
immigration of penniless and oppressed Jews to- 
gether with their settlement in Zion. And here 
the financial aid of World Jewry is indispensable, 
to this extent, that it determines just how — 
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Jewish lives wil be redeemed. The United Jewish 
Appeal has a sacred task of salvation to carry out 
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Jury, 1960 


casion on a scale unprecedented, I think, in mod- 
ern history. 
ut THE need for immigration from the West 


cannot be classified in the same dramatic and 
potentially tragic terms. This should be a source 


‘of gratification to Israelis, For the new Jewish 
society and economy have grown so rapidly and 
I good F splendidly, that Israel can now cease to demand 
, ' immigration from the free countries as a favor: 
ly at: | 
Aldow § 45 would-be Jewish immigrants as of grace. 
/ Once upon a time Jewish tourists came to Israel 
"despite the awkward journey, inadequate hotels, 


‘aqustere menus. Today they come because of 


on the contrary, it can accord the right of entry 


Israel’s elegant ocean liners, turbo-jet aircraft, 
spacious hotels and comfortable services. 

The Israel standpoint on immigration ought 
therefore to be radically changed. We have 
something to offer which can be infinitely pre- 


cious to many Jews in the outer world. We want 


those Jews to know what we have to offer. They 


' should make up their own minds whether to take 
that offer up. It is not a one-time offer either. 


Israel will still be on the map next year, and in 
ten years’ time, and a hundred years from now. 
Her gates will remain open to Jews forever. It 
is up to each individual Jew to weigh whether 
Israel offers greater possibilities of happiness, 


' freedom and security for himself and his chil- 


dren, or not. One thing he should not do: come 
to Israel out of compulsion, against his will, as 
aduty. Israel does not require such favors from 
the Jewish brethren in the Diaspora. Immigra- 


tion is a privilege, not a burden. 


If this viewpoint could be accepted as official 
doctrine, the Zionists of North America would 


find themselves released from ideological bonds 


that have come to be cramping, and it would 
sem that a more positive attitude could then 
be anticipated from them in the matter of en- 
couraging immigration. Two extreme positions 
have been obstinately held, and the golden mean 
between the two has gone by default. Certain 
Israelis believe that immigration is mandatory 
on all Jews. Certain North American Jews be- 
lieve that their prime loyalty is to the countries 
they inhabit. 

But there are people in the middle, not inter- 
ested in scholastics, who might want to go to 
Israel if given the chance, in the same way that 
Canadians emigrate to the United States or 
Englishmen to Australia. It is hard for any 
outsider (to my mind any Gentile even) to un- 
derstand how it is that the Zionist Organization 
of Canada is not pledged to do educational and 


informational work encouraging—though not 


Pressing or compelling—young Jews to consider 


oc: f the advantages of Aliya. 
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The negative attitude among declared Zionists 
on this point appears to me so unreasonable that 
it cannot be explained on rational grounds alone. 
I understand the greater pre-occupation the 
North American communities have, as com- 
pared with the Jewish communities in the West 
European countries, with their clear and un- 
questioned loyalty as Canadian and American 
citizens. It is comprehensible therefore that they 
have been placed emotionally on the defensive 
by the imperious attitude of the old-time Zion- 
ists in Israel, calling that citizenship into ques- 
tion. ‘The sensitivity of North American Jews 
on this matter is so acute, that the Israeli attitude 
has created the very reverse of what it intended: 
has upturned the frying-pan and thrown im- 
migration well and truly into the fire. 

It is urgent to correct this misunderstanding. 
An end must be put to the theory of quasi-com- 
pulsory immigration, which is disagreeable to 
many Jews overseas loyal to the countries in 
which they are citizens, and humiliating to me, 
at least, as an Israeli, who believe that there are 
better reasons for immigration to my country 
than doctrinaire instruction from the ideologists. 

By contrast, discussion should be focused on 
the far more urgent question, whether the offi- 
cial Zionist bodies in North America should see 
the fostering of voluntary Aliya as a fundamen- 
tal objective in the Zionist creed. I cannot believe 
that such a program could find exception in the 
eyes of the Canadian authorities or press. Canada 
seeks immigrants in many countries—why 
should she object if Israel does the same? In any 
event, the civic courage displayed proudly by 
Canadian Jewry in remaining decisively Jewish 
ought to comprise the freedom also to be Zionists, 
in the fullest sense of that term. 


O MUCH for observations that concern rational 
analysis. But I saw something in Toronto 
that captivated my emotions as well. There is a 
time for reason; but there are also moments and 
issues that call for reason plus something more. 
I was witness in Toronto to a manifestation 
which, in all its simplicity, possesses a moral 
quality that gives it historical stature: the United 
Jewish Appeal. 

The U.J.A. is the single Western Jewish func- 
tion today that is truly essential to Israel in its 
sacred task of “ingathering the exiles.” Immigra- 
tion—not the West’s immigration of compul- 
sion, but the East’s immigration of necessity— 
has the highest priority among all Israel’s tasks. 
A man that can leave the Eastern Diaspora for 
Israel today may be prevented from going to- 
morrow: it is imperative that the opportunity 
be seized immediately, for there are more and 
ever more in line behind those that succeed in 
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coming. Israel still needs those pepole in order 
to build up her nationhood in the face of mount- 
ing foreign threat. The million immigrants that 
have come to Israel since 1948 represent both a 
million persons redeemed from a truly painful 
exile, and at the same time they constitute the 
human force that makes Israel today a full- 
fledged republic, which has even been called the 
second greatest military power in the Middle 
East after Turkey. 


The consciousness that the gates of Jewish sal- 
vation have been slightly opened for the first 
time since the Dispersal, and perhaps only for a 
moment, has been immediately grasped by even 
simple Jewish folk the world over. The response 
is overwhelming. Those that needed to come 
arrived in great waves of migration. Those that 
did not at present feel that need banded their 
resources together in order to finance the work 
of redemption. The immigrants were for the 
most part stripped in their countries of origin 
of all their possessions—many of those that came 
from Afro-Asia never have had possessions to 
speak of. But the Jews of the West were sud- 
denly endowed with greater possessions than ever 
before, and the spirit of God blew upon them, 
so that they in their plenty saw fit to restore 
to their newly-emancipated brethren something 
of the equipment for living of which these had 
been so brutally deprived. The Polish immigrant 
left a home behind him; he found a new home 
awaiting him in Israel, supplied by the Jews of 
the Western world—Jews who no longer had 
any common language with him, yet whose pulse 
continued to beat with his. 


Who will explain the fact that, year after 
year, a kernel of Jews in the Toronto community 
who are neither particularly religious-minded, 
nor are they philosophers or poets or visionaries, 
give of their resources, and in addition work 
with all their nerves in their limited spare time 
to coax, beg, bully, tempt, preach, persuade and 
almost force their other Jewish brethren to 
donate year after year to the cause of Zion? 
The enthusiasm for Israel that rages among the 
dedicated band that is found in every town is 
part of the miracle that has brought to realiza- 
tion what an English writer has called “the 
greatest irredentist movement in history.” 


Lo and behold, suddenly the last jig-saw thus 
falls into place and I see the whole canvas: a new 
picture of the Jewish battle for survival. Jews 
have been universalists in the past, since the 
Exile—serving society as a whole. The Gentiles, 
for their part, consistently gave their allegiance 
to local groupings, whether at the village, feudal 
manor, social class or nation-state level. The 


Jew found himself always outside the group in 


JEWIsH Front 


question, despite his readiness to serve its inte. 
ests. Accordingly, his services were never TeCop. 
nized, his rights never properly secured. } 
helped to finance and manage the transitin) 
from feudalism to capitalism, and was brutalh 
cast aside in many European countries as som) 
as Gentile financiers and merchants could dj.) 
pense with the Jewish contribution. Jews plays/ 
a cardinal role in the modernization and indy.) 
trialization of the East European economies afte,” 
their respective Communist revolutions. Noy) 
that a new generation of Gentile technocrats 
emerging from the Communist universities, th 
Jews are being once again cast on the dust-heap 






THE TIME therefore came for the Jews to creat} 

a local grouping which should be labeled wit! 
their own name. The emergence of Israel hy 
crystallized this need. It is as though the Jewish! 
Aladdin had at last pressed the proper button! 
which opens the cave to reveal the magic trea. 
ure within. All the auguries have come to k 
right. For the first time everybody is playing) 
as though by instinct a dazzling part in som 
great historic drama. From the East, the Jewish! 
victims pour into Israel. Inside Israel, a nev) 
generation arises replete with vigor, competent] 
to conquer the wilderness and hold the fronties| 
with valor. 





In the West, too, a new emergence is apparent,| 
Where is the classic Jew of the Diaspora—small,, 
either wizened or tubby, shabbily clothed, clum-| 
sy in his manners, tending always to wince and/ 
placate—where is he? I did not see him in! 
Toronto. Here again a new Jewish type is atis-| 
ing—tall, physically powerful like the sabra of 
Israel, confident, good-humored, outgoing, man- 
ifestly in control of his destiny, competent in/ 
the control of affairs. He is the product of) 
Western freedom and democracy; and he come, 
to correct the tragic disparity that has existed 
over the ages among the Jews in society as if 
no other social group. 


The poor, the oppressed and the dispossessed | 
from Africa and Middle Eastern countries and | 
from Eastern Europe now find a united drive 
by their Jewish brethren in the West to uproot 
them from the lands of their failure and to trans- 
plant them bodily into the new Jewish State} 
The Jewish people have, by an unexpected dis-| 
pensation, suddenly acquired the power and the} 
common determination to liquidate the Jewis| 
problem. The wonder lies both in the acces) 
of strength to Jews as individuals (as whet| 
Samson, shorn of his locks, prayed to God among 
the Philistines in Gaza) and the sudden vision.) 
the act of comprehension, that is making the : 
Jewish people put this power for the first tim) 











into 
mon 


q appr 
' tic 


com 
gene 
and 

the 
the - 


tago 


lan 


the 
W. 
th 


TI 
att 


th 


Cif 








> Create! 


ed with 


rael ha} 


Jewish 


button 
> treas. | 
> to ke 


playing 
Mm some 
Jewish 
a new 





4 





\petent | 
ontiers| 
' 
parent, | 
-small, | 
clum-| 
ce and | 
Lim in| 
iS aris: | 
bra of 
/man- 
ent in 
act of | 
come | 
»xisted 
as in 


ssessed | 
as and | 
drive | 
\proot 
trans- 
State. 
d dis-| 
id the 
fewish | 
access | 
whea | 
mong | 
risiOn, | 
g the : 















time) 









Juty, 1960 


into a common pool for the solution of a com- 


mon problem. 
Before I came to Toronto, I had not clearly 


| apprehended the third protagonist in this gigan- 
© tic mission: I had seen the exiles in need that 
» come and want to come; I had seen the new 


eneration in Israel that receives, absorbs, builds 
and fights. But I had not clearly understood 


- the vital role played by the fervent support of 


the largest and physically most powerful pro- 
tagonist of the three—the proud Jews that live 


Uncle 


by Ruth 


UNDAY morning on Chicago’s old West Side: 

the delightful sound of the balloon man 
downstairs tootling his horn to let us know 
he’s there—especially delightful that morning 
because Uncle Pete was visiting, and that meant 
ten cent balloons instead of the usual nickel 
ones. I might have let the neighborhood kids 
in early enough to see my uncle asleep in his 
bedroll on the “front room” floor, thus proving, 
if proof was needed beyond his wide-brimmed 
Stetson, that he was a real, live cowboy. 

What, tell the seven and eight-year-olds that 
he really had nothing whatsoever to do with 
cattle but was something meaninglessly called 
an “assay chemist,” and rob myself of all that 
glory? Or, worse still, admit that his name was 
not Pete at all but Moishe, like plain uncles? 
Never! 

Nor would they have been impressed with 
tales of the youngster who sat in his parents’ inn 
ina small Rumanian town dreaming of America, 
like every other East European Jew, but unlike 
the others of that time, dreaming not of New 
York, but of the great American West. My 
grandmother, too, had a dream of something 
better. She had discovered a teacher of French 
and English and offered him his daily meals in 
the inn in exchange for tutoring Moishe in 
languages. But this ended soon enough. The 
boy had to learn a trade. Besides, the maids 
were beginning to complain. 

he was sent to the Viennese branch of 
the family to become a jeweler’s apprentice. 
Well, he never became a jeweler, but his stay 
there introduced great love into his life—metals 
—besides reenforcing his taste for education. 
The first sight of his young cousins, smartly 
attired in their students’ uniforms, going to 
the gymnasium in that great cultural center— 
young Jews apparently actually achieving eman- 
cipation—instantly convinced him that learning 








21 


and work in the free countries of the West. 

The thought remains to niggle: history seems 
always to work itself out in terms of Shakespear- 
ean tragedies. Did the six million have to be 
slaughtered before this awe-inspiring unity of 
purpose could be synchronized? Could not the 
State of Israel have been declared a mere decade 
earlier? The failure is our own; the guilt re- 
mains with us. Perhaps that is one of the keys 
to that new resolve which is at last changing 
the face of Jewish destiny. 


“Pete” 


Brodsky 


was the key to his own emancipation. While 
puzzling as to how to go about getting that 
knowledge, he received news that while his 
mother had been at home running the inn his 
father had at last earned enough (as steward 
on a ship which reached America often enough 
for him to keep his son who could read English 
supplied with Zane Grey novels) to transport 
the entire family to America! 

Within the first year the family did go West, 
but only as far as Chicago, where it was supposed 
to be easier to get work. And my uncle found 
himself, like many another youngster of similar 
background, pressing “pants.” He was bored, 
poorly paid and inept at it. After scorching 
his third pair of pants he was told to get out. 

Too ashamed to go home, he went for a walk 
instead. Passersby probably found nothing un- 
usual in the plump, shabby little figure wearing 
high-top shoes, trousers sagging despite sus- 
penders, sleeve-garters taking up the slack in 
shirt-sleeves that were always too long. But 
they might have caught a glimpse of eager, 
violet-blue eyes, and the widest space between 
two front teeth I’ve ever seen. He walked into 
Chicago’s “loop” district, thinking of some way 
to avoid the inevitable argument with his father 
about why he couldn’t hold a job like everyone 
else, when he found himself on East Randolph 
Street, directly in front of the Crerar Library. 
It occurred to him that perhaps he could tell 
his father he would go back to jewelry; and so 
he entered and asked for “something on metals.” 
But the librarian brought books on metal ores, 
and since Moishe never could resist the printed 
word, regardless of how remote the subject 
matter, he found himself reading about ores and 
fire-assaying — and remembered something in 
the morning paper about a need for assayers in 
a place called Leadville, Colorado, where a new 
silver strike had just been made. 
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And so he “enrolled” at the non-circulating 
Crerar library, attending daily until he had 
finished everything on assaying, and meanwhile 


also studied literature and history at the Ney. 
berry Library on the same non-fee basis. Grand. 7 


pa raged because the boy brought in no money 
and argued that other boys were doing so well as 
pants-pressers and “schneiders” they were open. 


ing up their own shops, and no nonsense about F 





education. Moishe argued back, supported by , 


Grandma who contended that they were lucky 
to be in America where education was free, 


even to Jews, and they could support their son F 


a bit longer since she had already made use of 
her skill as a cook to become a cateress of Ru- 


manian delicacies in that area. (She didn’t know | 


she had also become a bit of a mystery, because 
although the other tenants knew how wonderful 
her cooking was, they couldn’t understand why 
in her kitchen “it stinks.” How could they 
know that it was Moishe trying to identify 
different metallic solutions with hydrogen sul- 
phide?) 


ON the day Moishe thought he knew enough, | 





he answered an advertisement in the Tribune | 


for assayers in Denver. But they asked for | 


his diploma. However, he found a way. He 
came home one day, wild with excitement, 
announcing that he had answered an “ad” for 


a chemist in Nevada, using the name “Peter” : 


got the job! My grandmother asked only one | 


instead of Moishe, had taken an examination, and 


question: “The diploma?” “Peter’s” eyes twin- 


kled. “When they asked for it I showed it to | 


them.” Grandfather ordered him to stop joking 
and tell what had happened. But he insisted 
that he had shown “it” to them, official seal 
and all. “My Rumanian birth certificate,” he 
explained finally. And so he went away to 
Good Springs by train. 

Seeing it was something of a shock: unpainted 
frame buildings, a combination hotel, saloon 
and post-office, all on a crater-like hill surround- 


ing the mine. The assay office was no better— | 


another shack, distinguishable only by a large 
table covered with samples of different crushed 
ores, beside it various scales, weights and pans; 
a large cabinet containing bottles and beakers 


of various sizes and shapes, tubes, bottles of | 


nitric acid, muriatic acid, funnels; plus a Bunsen 
burner and a furnace, all illuminated by one 


electric bulb. Well, these were the essentials, | 


work, having little to do with the miners aside | 
from assaying their ores with as little conver- | 


all that really mattered. 
Day after day, week after week, he did his 


sation as possible. One day, his “boss” stopped 


— 


—_ 


| 








in, and with the words: “Say, Pete, you’re doing ‘ 
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Jory, 1960 


a damned good job here,” acknowledged not 
only that he had overcome his own suspicion 
of the young man merely because he was a Jew 
but that he recognized that Pete stood above 
that kind of assayer who got rich finding “indi- 
cations” of precious metal for a “consideration.” 

But there were the week-ends in Las Vegas. 
Playing “‘a man’s game,” poker, he had become 
“one of the boys.” 

There were interruptions, of course—one, 
my birth. To see me, he traveled across the con- 
tinent not once but many times, lavishing on 
me the kind of love bestowed only on the nieces 
and nephews of the childless. Yes, I was to be 
educated if it took all he had—which in the 
early 20s was, we supposed, considerable. Those 
were the lavish days of the ten-cent balloons, 
when he would “blow in” from the West, 
deposit a large box in my lap, saying with a mis- 
chievous chuckle, “A gift from the desert,” 
the gift being a “slicker” clearly marked with a 
Marshall Field label. 

He would gorge on Mother’s cooking. (Grand- 
ma had long since passed on, my mother assum- 
ing her apron.) He once confessed that he had 
become so starved for mamalige* that he at- 
tempted to make it himself on his Bunsen 
burner! But after the first few weeks, we would 
suddenly cut back to 5¢ balloons (or, when I 
grew older, he would fail to pay for the second 
half of the art or music appreciation course). 
Then my mother and her sister would raise their 
eyebrows significantly at each other, and utter 
one word—‘‘Women!” 

It was true. He would spend wildly; then, 
either because his funds were actually running 
low or, more likely, because he began to believe 
that his only attraction was his money (a feel- 
ing that may even have extended to me, since 
I received a silver dollar in every letter he ever 
wrote), he began to feel “taken.” But, power- 
less to resist, he cut down all other spending 
drastically. At such times, he got his revenge 
by dismissing all women with the Rumanian 
saying which, roughly translated, means “good 
only for broom and borsht.”** But, somehow, 
his grin belied the words. 


HE refused to come home when his father died. 

_ Years later, he admitted that when he re- 
ceived the news he had been temporarily seized 
with a feeling that he ought to go to synagogue, 
even entertaining the thought of taking the 
long journey to Leadville, where years ago he 
had seen one. But then he pictured the syna- 


goue with the crosses still visible (it had former- 
Le 

ty Rumanian national dish similar to yellow cornmeal 
mush. 


** La natura la oala cu borsht. 
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ly been a church) and a solid gold plaque testi- 
fying that it was the gift of H. A. W. Tabor. 
He thought of Tabor’s wife, the famous Baby 
Doe—at that time reputed to be a half-mad 
recluse—who regularly came to town to march 
around the building with rifle cocked, as though 
protecting a claim that someone was trying 
to jump. He pictured, too, the few gray-bearded 
“hombres in skullcaps” who constituted the 
Jewish community in that part of the world 
(they had long since given up trying to become 
other than the storekeepers, peddlers or tailors 
from whom he had once escaped)—pictured 
them praying among the befouled spittoons— 
and instead he took a long walk in the moun- 
tains. 

When asked about marriage, he always replied 
that he “had time.” My father, who pitied him 
in his loneliness, once offered him a radio. Pete 
asked: “What would I need a noise-box for?” 
The entire World’s Fair of 1933 was to him 
a fraud, its wonders over-rated. At that time, 
the new Buckingham fountain on the lake- 
front was greatly admired. To Pete the fountain 
itself wasn’t so bad, but the colored lights 
a it made it “an animated barber- 
pole.” 

I think the part of him—which felt that 
anything beyond what was essential to life was 
unnecessary—in those depression years was gain- 
ing the upper hand. I remember telling him how 
the family was suffering on the $18 or $20 a 
week my father was able to earn but he stopped 
me short with: “But you never missed a meal, 
did you?” That ended the conversation. 

On a subsequent trip, he had a good time 
analyzing my friends. Among the girls he had 
two favorites—Shirley who had an excellent 
figure and not too much brain-power, and Ber- 
tha who had no looks but spoke high-school 
French with a beautiful, unselfconscious accent. 
Among the boys the only one he really approved 
of (for me) was the one who always came over 
in a sloppy sweatshirt—proof, Pete said, that 
this boy must have more important things on 
his mind than clothes. 

On this same trip he told the family he had 
bought a new Plymouth and invested in certain 
mines, one gold and the other cobalt, which were 
pretty sure to make him a fortune: the gold 
because of Roosevelt’s devaluation of the dollar, 
the cobalt because it would be of such tre- 
mendous value in the war which was surely 
coming. There were also broad hints that I, 
who represented the bond between him and the 
family throughout the years of separation, I, 
whom he had sought to mold and to whom he 
still had so many things to tell “‘some day,” 
would one day be his heiress. My parents failed 





JEWIsH Front 











to get excited; he’d had other investments which { 


hadn’t “panned out.” Other branches of th 
family were less skeptical and quite unhappy— 
those whose children, just as closely related 
hadn’t been mentioned at all. 


[ continued to receive letters about the ming, 

One contained the exciting news that hed 
named the gold-mine “Chickie” after Chiquita, 
a girl he hoped to marry. Now ours was the 
sort of Jewish family who expressed all sorts 
of assimilationist sentiments. When Chiquita 
entered the picture, they were a bit shamefaced 
about objecting to her because she was 4 
“shickse‘* until they found out that she wa 
a full-blooded Indian. My favorite aunt wa 
delegated to influence me to discourage him, 
if not in the name of common sense, then at 
least to protect my inheritance. But I, a teen- 
ager, thought it was rather romantic and demo- 
cratic; besides, I suffered feelings of guilt know- 
ing that I could never give this man, already 
in his fifties, the understanding or companionship 
he always hoped for from me. 


But the affair broke up. The gold-mine was 


also a “dud”; the boom in cobalt still in the | 


future. And then his health gave way. Al- 
though he had become quite a prominent citizen 
he was at heart still a stranger. 

And so, without notice, he quietly returned 
to the family, a tired, “touchy” old man, too 
sick to laugh off the pain of being penniless 
(he had left the car and the mine interests to 


cover old debts). Although I had married and | 
left Chicago, there was still a child at home; | 


so room for him in my parents’ no-bedroom-to- 
spare apartment could have been no picnic. 


The depression dragged on and, although my | 
father never complained, there was not enough | 
money even for necessities, let alone the medi- | 


cines Pete needed. 


I was horrified to learn that through the 
“influence” of a cousin, he had secured a job 
at a small South Side hotel—as a ‘“‘bellhop!” 


He was willing to work just for tips. But his | 


body soon gave out and he “retired” to the 
County Hospital. From there I received my last 
letters in which the silver dollars were now 
nuggets of wisdom and occasionally even humor. 

I begged my parents to tell me the details 
of the end. They said he just lay there smiling, 
whistling an old Rumanian song. When I asked 
that they translate the words, they tried and 


then agreed that it had no meaning at all—just | 
a sort of nonsense rhyme. “Then why would | 


he sing it?” I insisted. My father was certain 


that it was just to show that he knew the end 


was near and was not afraid. 
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§TRUGGLES OF A GENERATION: THE JEws UNDER 
SoviET RULE by Benjamin West. Massadah (Pub- 
lishers), Israel, 1959. 
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[' 1s hard to ascertain to what extent this book 
genuinely reflects the width and depth of the 
problem of Soviet Russian Jewry. After all, we 
know so little about what is going on and all reports 
that reach us are of necessity both fragmentary and 


- emotionally biased in character. Interesting though 


they are they leave us unsatisfied and with the feeling 
that something essential has escaped us and that the 
picture emerging before us is inevitably tantalizingly 
incomplete. 

Perhaps it is particularly difficult for the Western 


- reader, Jew and non-Jew alike, to understand the 


particular nature of suffering to which Soviet Jewry 
is subjected. The emigrant Jew from Eastern Europe, 
especially the descendant from Russian Jewry, pos- 
sesses at least a sense of geographic identification and 


_ knows the mentality of that large Jewry with its 


formerly so active, warmly pulsating Jewish life, 
which is today doomed to remain mute and inarticu- 
late. Yet, the few visitors from the West in Soviet 
Russia are unanimous in stating that the identifica- 
tion with the Jewish people in general which has 
always distinguished Eastern European Jewry, is still 
strong. The emergence of the State of Israel if any- 
thing has intensified feelings and deepened the long- 
ing for the Homeland. 

Benjamin West’s book Struggles of a Generation 
is a collection of personal reports and impressions. 
They make fascinating reading and are deeply mov- 
ing in their sincerity and immediacy. A few of them 
strike the wrong note by trying to be literary and 
interpretative instead of just holding up the mirror 
to a life which so far escapes full interpretation and 
categorization. It is a pity that the author should 
have chosen the slightly misleading subtitle The Jews 
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Under Soviet Rule, but prefacing it by the simple 
preposition “on” may easily correct that fault. 

The more personal the stories that are told, the 
more do they succeed in conveying the frustration 
and distress of the Soviet Jews and the closer do we 
feel to the unique situation. The introduction com- 
pares the fate of the Marranos with that of Russian 
Jewry today and though the parallel, like all histori- 
cal parallels, is inaccurate, it is illuminating. The 
psychological suffering which is the lot of these Jews 
is indicated in this way and a note struck that helps 
us understand it. 

In most of the reports, such as “Under Yezov’s 
Heel,” or those about the various deportations, facts 
speak for themselves. Whenever marginal comments 
are attempted they serve as an anti-climax and blur 
instead of deepening the impression. 

The value of the book lies in its documentary 
character. We cannot yet draw historical conclu- 
sions and it seems our foremost duty to preserve 
records, data and facts for later generations to in- 
terpret and to integrate them into the wider frame- 
work of history. There is no doubt that many of 
the reports of this book will go into the archives 
from which future historians will draw their material. 

The book has the added advantage of being attrac- 
tive to the Western reader by not being burdened 
with those mystifying hints to the initiated which 
are yet so frustrating to the uninitiated and that 
mar so many books about Eastern European Jewry. 

The book will not fail to attract the reader and 
once he glances at it he will probably not lay it 
down again without finishing it. One has the feeling, 
so rare in books of this kind, of peeping through 
the curtain and catching at least a glimpse of what 
people there experience and think. No background 
knowledge is required for its reading. It certainly 
does not present exhaustive material but it inspires 
curiosity and sympathy which in turn make us wish 
to know more and to understand better. Thus we 
are able, as Jews and as human beings of the Free 
World, to reciprocate the feeling of identification 
and attachment which all reports on Soviet Russian 
Jewry unanimously report. 





Filming “Exodus” 


by Mendel Kohansky 


many people here read the book 
for the malicious pleasure of find- 
ing inaccuracies, but that only 
helps boost its fabulous popularity. 

Had no one heard of “Exodus” 











For the past year or so, the Is- 

raeli public has been reading 
a book called ‘Exodus” which, 
if I am to believe the American 
Press and the reports of travelers 
arriving from there, is causing 


| Something of a stir in America 


too. “Exodus” is available in Is- 
tael in Hebrew, English, French 


and German, and most bookstores 
display it in its full multilingual 
splendor. A poor soul who hasn’t 
had the inclination or time to 
read the massive novel had better 
avoid social gatherings or he will 
find himself embarrassed at not 
being able to identify Dov Landau 
or Barack Ben Canaan. True, 


until a few months ago, the book 
would have still become a best- 
seller with the arrival of Otto 
Preminger and his glamorous stars, 
his crew and equipment to film 
the story. I cannot think of an 
event in recent times which could 
compare as a center of public 
interest in Israel with the filming 
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of “Exodus.” Teen-agers laid siege 
to the hotel “Zion” in Haifa where 
the headquarters of the company 
were set up, and every youngster 
could point exactly to the window 
of each star’s room. Newspapers, 
even the serious ones, reported 
down to the smallest detail the 
on- and off-camera activities of the 
group, with Mr. Preminger’s wed- 
ding—in Haifa—occupying par- 
ticularly prominent space. 


Within days after the com- 
pany’s arrival, the producer of 
“Exodus” took over parts of the 
town, replacing store and street 
signs, banning certain types of 
vehicles and generally restoring 
to the streets their pre-Independ- 
ence appearance. Haifa was flood- 
ed with men in British army and 
police uniforms, and army-trucks 
and cars bearing the once-dreaded 
legend ‘Palestine Police.” Several 
days before Passover, sections of 
the commercial district were 
placed under his command, and 
merchants complained that they 
were losing the pre-holiday trade. 
Even more spectacular were the 
days when the crew descended 
on Acre to shoot the jail-break 
scenes. There life stopped alto- 
gether, and the bazaar was aban- 
doned as the largely Arab pop- 
ulation followed the men with the 
cameras. 

Not all Arabs displayed only 
curiosity towards the strange ac- 
tivities of the “Exodus” people. 
Voices were raised that the forth- 
coming picture is “Zionist propa- 
ganda” and will thus present the 
Arab people in a bad light. There 
were conferences between Mr. Pre- 
minger and some Arab leaders 
which seem to have eased the 
tension, though the producer went 
on receiving anonymous threats. 


There had been rumors of pres- 
sure brought to bear on Mr. Pre- 
minger to change the script so 
that certain political groups figur- 
ing in it should appear in the 
picture in a better or worse light. 
The rumors forced the producer 
to call a press conference at which 
he angrily asserted that he was 
working on a moving-picture and 
not a book of history, and that 
he hadn’t and wasn’t going to 
change one word under pressure 
from any quarter. 


JEWIsH FRontmR 


HETHER the rumors of pre. | 


sure were true or not, My, 
Preminger couldn’t complain of 
lack of cooperation on the par 


of the Government and municipd f 


authorities. No business enterprise 
had ever received such whole 
hearted and ready help, to the 
point where some people wer 
beginning to wonder whether 
things weren’t a bit overdone, 


There is a climactic scene in 
the script where the Zionist leader, 
Barack Ben Canaan, announces to 
the population of Jerusalem the 


United Nations’ decision in favor | 
of the establishment of a Jewish | 


state. Mr. Preminger chose for 
that scene the Russian compound, 
a vast and picturesque square in 
the capital, and figured out that 
to fill it he needed 20,000 extras, 
which would involve an organi- 
zational and financial effort stag- 
gering even to the Hollywood 
mind. To help him solve the 
problem, some genius in a Gov- 
ernment office came up with a 
great idea. Why not have the 
national lottery, Mif’al Hapayis, 
have a special drawing, with pur- 
chasers of tickets being required 
to be in the Russian compound 
at an appointed hour in order 
to qualify for the prizes? The 
crowd would be there and the 
cameras do their work. 












cmenperenn 


It really was a great idea, with | 


everyone gaining and no one los- 
ing. Mr. Preminger got his extras 


without any effort and for a | 
fraction of what he would have 
had to pay had he hired them; | 


Mif’al Hapayis earned a tidy sum | 


of money; someone won a prize; 
and 20,000 men and women, 


packed tight on a hot afternoon, | 
themselves | 


waved and cheered 
hoarse while Barack Ben Canaan, 
played by Lee J. Cobb, made his 
announcement from a_ balcony. 
As Harry Golden might have 
said—only in Israel. 


The exaggerated interest of the | 
public and the over-eagerness t0 | 


please on behalf of almost every- 


body, while revealing a disturb- | 


ing lack of dignity, reflected 
nevertheless a real situation—the 
immeasurable benefits Israel stands 
to reap from the filming of “Ex- 


odus” in the country. There is, | 


of course, the propaganda value 
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which will by far exceed that of 
the novel, since the picture will 
undoubtedly be seen by millions 
the world over who never read 
the book or any other book. There 
is money, foreign exchange, spent 
here in a variety of ways by 
the production company. And, 
in the long run, the benefits may 
turn out to be even more im- 
portant; in fact, they may become 
a turning-point in the develop- 
ment of the fledgling film in- 
dustry in Israel. 


A number of Hollywood pro- 
ducers had in recent years eyed 
Israel as a potential site for the 
filming of various pictures, par- 
ticularly Biblical ‘“‘colossals,” but 
somehow they didn’t find con- 
ditions right, and went instead— 
to Spain and North Africa. Now 
Otto Preminger proved that con- 
ditions are right and, as a result, 
at least two Hollywood produc- 
tions are now in preparation with 
the Israeli landscape as _ back- 
ground. In addition to a healthy 
injection of foreign exchange, 
this means that a number of local 
film technicians will have the 
opportunity to work under su- 
perb Hollywood craftsmen and 
thus receive invaluable training. 


About eight months a year 
of sunny weather and a varied, 
picturesque landscape are two 
great assets for a film industry, 
but so far haven’t been utilized. 
A stretch of land near the town 
of Ashkelon with a beautiful strip 
of beach were set aside by a group 
of South African investors for an 
Israeli “Hollywood,” but so far 
nothing but a large sign, its let- 
tering slowly bleaching in the 
sun, is all that they can show. 
Two studios in the vicinity of 
Tel-Aviv produce weekly news- 
reels and short subjects, and the 
investment isn’t paying off. Of 
the full-length feature moving- 
pictures that have been made here 
the less said the better. A comedy 
with the name “I Like Mike” 
is now before the cameras. 

All this adds up to a rather 
unimpressive total. However, af- 
ter “Exodus,” it appears that the 
existing nucleus of a local film 
industry may have the chance of 
a lifetime—co-operation with ma- 
jor film companies from abroad. 
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IN LABOUR ZIONISM 








WHY I AMA 
LABOR ZIONIST 


by David Graubart 


Y Zionist commitment has al- 

ways been an integral part of 
my Judaism, never anything in- 
consistent with it. It has ever been 
a natural and logical concomitant 
of my religious orientation. In 
order that it might be so, my Zion- 
ist identification would have to be 
in harmony with my view of 
Judaism. 

I have chosen Labor Zionism as 
my Zionist expression because this 
movement, more than any other 
wing of the Zionist Organization, 
articulates and implements the 
great ideals inherent in historic 
Judaism. No other group in Zion- 
ism speaks in Prophetic accents as 
does Labor Zionism, nor does any 
other Zionist expression set forth 
the Prophetic ideas in the modern 
idiom as does Labor Zionism. 

That Judaism is not a mere 
ritual and a religious discipline is 
an axiom which many of us accept. 


Dr. Graubart is Presiding Rabbi of 
the Bet Din, Chicago, IIl. 
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We see our religion as having uni- 
versal scope and as addressing it- 
self to the world with a message 
for mankind. A Zionist orientation 
which divorces itself from the 
totality of Judaism is to me un- 
thinkable. I believe that Labor 
Zionism is intimately related to 
Judaism and, moreover, that it has 
the same goals which Judaism as 
a doctrine of universalism has set 
itself from of old. 


My identification with Labor 
Zionism has from the beginning 
stemmed from my conception of 
Judaism as not merely a particu- 
larist faith but as a religious civili- 
zation with great universalist aims. 
Hence I am a Labor Zionist be- 
cause Labor Zionism does not de- 
mand of me to surrender any of 
my religious views, but, on the 
contrary, strengthens me in my 
religious convictions. Further, it 
provides a very lucid commentary 
for my Jewishness; and, in the 
context of modern Israel, predi- 
cated on the great ideals of Hista- 
drut, my Judaism makes sense and 
does not remain archaic and de- 
tached from life. The great ideals 
of Judaism would be like the bare 
souls of the Cabbala, suspended 
between heaven and earth, were it 
not for the realities of our move- 
ment which give them life and 
substance. Often we sense that 
there is a cultural lag between 
theory and practice when we speak 
of the Prophetic ideals of Judaism. 
We glory in these lofty ideas as, 
for example, the holiness of labor, 
the experience of sharing benefits 
in common, and aid extended to 
fellow workers and we cannot 
point to their implementation; but 
then we think of the vast network 
of institutions and agencies, which 
Mapai and Histadrut have called 
into being, and with pride we see 
these ideals at work. We thrill at 
the fact that our movement has 
had from the very outset an aware- 
ness of the authenticity of the cen- 
tral ideas of Judaism; and we 
realize that it was Labor Zionism 
that has made possible the realiza- 
tion of these ideas. 


o other movement in Zioni 
has joined the sacred and th 
secular to the extent that a wo. 
derful synthesis of both has bey 
achieved. It may be said thy 
Judaism never recognized a te 
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dichotomy between the holy aj) | trus 
the profane. All areas of life a) the dis 
at one and the same time sacre | Dworkit 
and secular: holiness pervades th) of Ann 
profane and renders it sacred) Dworkit 
Avodah means both worship ani) 1960] | 
labor. The avodah in Labor Zion.) of _ the 
ism is rooted in our great tradi. | Frank’s 
tion and signifies labor that is holy, | and scre 
For work is sacred, and the grea | When : 
institutions of Labor Zionism ar | made 0! 
the result of a real understanding | case agai 
of Judaism. wand Ot 
The men and women who cam | [ S189 
to Eretz Israel half a century ago lieved 
to build and be rebuilt — livmot | public ¢ 
u-V’ hibanot — went there to estab- | whole 1 
lish a community dedicated 1) fused - 
the great ideals of Prophetic Juds- | Short 
ism, and thus created a unique died, f 
civilization. Their task was secu. § Petition 
lar, yet sacred. — 
It was Chief Rabbi Abraham aati 
, oF plana 
Isaac Kook, the sainted spiritual costly § 
leader of the Yishuv, who, defend- 
ing the Halutzim of a generation Al 
ago against the accusation that Fr 
they were lacking in religious ob- | Gi 
servance, made the following com: | Br 
ment: Only the High Priest was - 
permitted to enter the Holy of | ss 
Holies of the Temple, and only on “a 
Yom Kippur, the holiest day in fi 
the annals of Israel. Yet when re- | - 
pairs had to be made in the "C 
Temple, carpenters and masons | 
and other workers could go into . 
the Kodshe ha-Kodashim any day | , 
of the year. The Land of Israel, | A: 
said this great Jewish mystic, is | ” 
holy, yet its rebuilding must be | P 
done by the workers of the land. | . 
These workers are priests laboring | "4 
in the Holy of Holies. i a 
Why am I a Labor Zionist? on 
Because my understanding of Ju- W 
daism has logically led me into it. di 
Poale Zionism is to me synony- | be 
mous with Judaism; more, it ren- | i 
ders the latter understandable and : th 
permits it to receive expression in | bi 
a historic movement which would | i 
not have come to pass had not such | 
an understanding obtained and Albe 
been acquired by the men and §) Spa 
women who conceived the great “ee W 
undre 


ideal of Labor Zionism. 
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d the fe 
a tel) To the Editor: 

ly af [ trust that you will continue 
life an! the discussion started by Mr. 
sacrel | Dworkin [““The Vanishing Diary 














des th) of Anne Frank” by Martin S. 
sacred, | Dworkin, Jewish Frontier, April, 
ip ani) 1960] in his profound analysis 
Zion) of the elimination of Anne 
trad: | Frank’s personality from the stage 
s holy, | and screen version of her Diary... 
- great | When a settlement was recently 
m ar} made of the legal aspects of my 
nding | case against producer Bloomgarden 
‘and Otto Frank, I was pressed 
came 'to sign a declaration that I be- 
y ago ‘lieved there should be no more 
livmot | public or private discussion of the 
esta. | Whole matter! Of course I re- 
d tp fused... 
Juda. | Shortly before Albert Camus 
nique | died, he signed the following 
secu. |, petition which I had sent to him, 
together with a copy of my dra- 
matization of the Diary, and an 
tham explanation of my protracted and 
" costly struggle: 
atine Although a version of Anne 
that Frank’s “Diary of a Young 
ob. | Girl” has been staged on 
om. | Broadway, an earlier adap- 
we tation, by Meyer Levin, 
7 of | written with the authori- 
y on zation of Anne’s father, has 
7 in been withheld from the pub- 
a lic because of the assign- 
the ment of commercial rights. 
ie Comparative merits and le- 
ca I gal issues are not in question 
dy | here. But we suggest that 
dl, | Anne Frank’s diary, a legacy 
is to humanity, be viewed as 
4 a literary work rather than 
ad | as a commercial property. It 
ing | 1s not uncommon, indeed it 
is stimulating, for more than 
- | one adaptation of a book 
ri to be offered to the public. 
“it | We urge that qualified pro- 
- : ductions of Mr. Levin’s play 
sn. | be permitted in recognition, 
ws : SO appropriate to the Diary, 
in | that not only human beings 
ld | but their works have a right 
ch | to life. 





Albert Camus signed this, in 
company with several other promi- 
hent writers, and more than three 
undred members of the American 
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rabbinate. I sent the petition to 
the rabbinate as the most direct 
means of securing an expression 
from the American Jewish com- 
munity. It seemed inconceivable 
to me that the producers of the 
Diary, who were then making 
direct appeals to Jewish congre- 
gations to patronize their play, 
could nevertheless refuse so na- 
tural a request from those very 
same groups. Yet refuse it they 


The obdurate stand of the pro- 
ducers points to issues that go far 
deeper than the question of whe- 
ther a few amateur Jewish com- 
munity theatre-groups should be 
allowed to perform Meyer Levin’s 
version of the Diary. Actually, 
the issues are at the heart of to- 
day’s world conflict. It is fitting, 
perhaps even inevitable, that 
around Anne Frank’s Diary 
should arise a struggle between 
expression and suppression, be- 
tween freedom and _ regimenta- 
tion.... 


el, Fallsburg 737 
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One group who would argue 
that they were making Anne 
Frank “more universal” by mak- 
ing her less Jewish would be the 
assimilationists. In the literary 
world, writers have had a long 
battle with publishers and pro- 
ducers who argued that the general 
public didn’t want to read about 
Jews, or see them on stage or 
screen. This has of course been 
disproven. But you can’t prove 
or disprove. anything to the pre- 
judiced. And so there was a whole 
group of powerful American Jews 
to convince Mr. Frank that the 
Diary would be “more successful” 
and “more commercial” if it were 
less Jewish. Supposing even that 
this might be true, did Anne 
Frank have any need for com- 
mercial success? And can the 
argument possibly excuse a re- 
fusal to allow Jewish community 
centers to perform a “more Jew- 
ish” version of the Diary after 
the commercial value has been 
fully exploited? ... 
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prograr 
Jews 
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As to what is “univers,)” 
need one even argue, today, thy 
in the arts that which is my 
particular is most universal} , 

Could it be allowed to be si 
on the stage that Anne Fran 
sister dreamed of going to lin 
in Palestine, if she survived) 
Could Anne Frank be allowed j 
exclaim on the stage, as she dij) 
in her Diary, that we are Jenp 
because God made us so, “and wh P 
want to be”? Could Anne Fra: 
be allowed to argue with Pep 
that in wanting to change hi 
name and give up his Jews 
identity he was being weak an{ 
cowardly? All this had to & 
omitted in favor of a vapid “bob. 
by-sox” romance. And if Mey) 
Levin protested the omission, hy 
had simply to be branded as a 
incompetent playwright and ; 
“troublemaker.” .. . 

Perhaps Otto Frank is genuine 
ly convinced that the Hackett 
play is “more universal” tha 
mine. Only recently he gave a 
interview to the Jerusalem Poy 
in which he repeated the entin 
rigmarole about having wanted, 
to secure a “universal” version 
that would not be limited to J 
in its appeal! But surely Ann 
Frank’s father must be able ti 
recognize the right, let us say 
a minority version, if only fo 
the sake of argument. How ca 
the guardians of Anne Frank} 
Diary . . . justify their blanke 
refusal to petitions from the Jew.) 
ish community itself, and from 
a writer like Albert Camus wh 
stands in the same heaven #) 
Anne Frank? Were Anne Frank) 
alive, is their any doubt but tha 
she would sign my petition? Ir 
deed, is there any doubt but thi 
she would have stayed with m 
as her adapter? 
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AN OPEN LETTER 


To the Producers of Playhouse %, 
CBS Television Network: 


Dear Sirs: 
Your long awaited and mudi | 
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ballyhooed program, In the Pre 
ence of Mine Enemies, is ti 
occasion for my writing you ti 
letter. It is a letter which I 
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not envisage at all prior to the 
program. In my naiveté, I had 
imagined that the story of the 
Warsaw Ghetto could only be 
done by people truly dedicated 
to portraying the anguish of the 
Ghetto, as it touched individual 
lives, and that this presentation 
would be climaxed with showing 
the noble revolt that the last 
survivors made against their op- 
pressors. 

Instead, what were we shown? 
As I sat watching this play, I was 
gradually struck by the grim reali- 
zation that here was not so much 
a story about the Jews of War- 


saw, as a sympathy-begging epic 


about Poles and Germans caught 


in the holocaust. What a mockery 


this was to the memory of six 
million Jews slaughtered for no 
other sin than simply that they 
were Jews. Though there may 
have been isolated cases of Ger- 


'mans and Poles who were con- 
science-stricken, as appeared in the 


program, the facts are that the 
Jews in the Ghetto really bore 
their agony alone. Poland was a 


land saturated with anti-Semitism, 
and many Poles actively helped 
the Germans in their ghastly work. 
To pretend that a Pole who would 
be as heroic as shown in the play 
is anything more than a figment 
of one’s wishful imagination is 
to do the greatest violence to the 
truth. We dare not rewrite history 
as glibly as that! 

Nor did the German captain 
who gave his lieutenant the socio- 
logical sermon on why the peo- 
ple need a scapegoat ring true. 
The virulent anti-Semitism which 
he represented—and which still 
exists in many quarters—is not 
the result of any objective, care- 
fully thought out, balanced ana- 
lysis such as he gave. It is an 
explosive, emotional hatred which 
knows no logic. To put such 
logical words into the mouth of a 
Nazi captain assigned to liqui- 
date the Ghetto, is again to make 
a mockery of the truth. 

But my feeling of outrage at 
your program was greatest when 
you utterly failed to show the 
one dignified episode that came out 





31 


of this tragedy. I refer to the 
revolt of the Ghetto in its last 
days. The one character who was 
shown as a resistance fighter was 
portrayed as crazed with hatred, 
and no better, in the words of his 
father, the Rabbi, than a Nazi 
himself. The glory of a handful 
of Jews who no longer took their 
fate passively, but fought in 
self-defense, was utterly distorted 
to appear mean and ugly. Resig- 
nation to a_ senseless slaughter, 
as personified by the Rabbi, or 
escape through the ministrations 
of a Nazi who seeks to ease his 
own conscience, were presented 
as the only two decent ways of 
meeting the situation of the 
Ghetto. 

As a person whose own family 
was largely wiped out in the 
Ghetto, as a Jew, and as a human 
being who is deeply concerned 
about the loose play with truth 
and morality in our world, I pro- 
test vigorously against the kind of 
lie perpetrated by In the Presence 
of Mine Enemies. 

Rusy KoHn 
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NATIONAL BOND CONFERENCE IN WASHINGTON, ry 
From September 16th through 18th 
LEVI ESHKOL, Israel's Finance Minister, Guest Speaker 


PLANS FOR FALL BOND CAMPAIGN TO BE DISCUSSED and ADOP fl 


A Tenth Anniversary National Economic Planning Conference for Israel will k 
held at the SHOREHAM HOTEL in WASHINGTON during the three days 
Friday, September 16th, through Sunday, September 18th, under the oure 


of the Israel Bond Organization. 
a . a eB | a 


The Conference, which will also inaugurate the opening of the 1960 Fall Campaign for the sale ¢ 
Israel Bonds, will have as its special guest Israel’s Finance Minister LEVI ESHKOL. The Finan 

Minister will report on Israel’s economic progress and problems as well as on the importance 6 
growing trade relations with African countries which he will visit prior to his arrival in the U,§ 


DR. JOSEPH J. SCHWARTZ, Vice President of the Israel Bond Organization, said: “There is } 
toric significance in our forthcoming Conference in Washington, D. C. It will mark the Tenth 
niversary of the Jerusalem Conference of September 1950, which Prime Minister David Ben-Guric 
convened for the purpose of submitting his proposal for an Israel Bond campaign. } 
= es 8s 8 8 8 
“As we approach the Tenth Anniversary of the Israel Bond campaign, American and Canadian Jewry 
can look back with a sense of real achievement at the productive impact which the results of thé 
Bond Campaign have had on Israel’s economic development and consolidation. Today, Israel Bonds 
represent the most important single source of financial resources to provide the economic founda 
tions for freedom and peace.” : 
= 5s 8s 8 8 © 
WE CALL ON THE LABOR ZIONIST BOND WORKERS in the United States and Canada toa 
tend the above Conference and participate in its deliberations. 
= s 8 8 8 © 


THE FOUR MONTHS of 1960 — September, October, November and December — MUST 
BE dynamic months for purchases of Israel Bonds! EVERY EFFORT MUST BE MADE TO) 
SELL $75,000,000 up to December 31, 1960. THE SHARE OF THE LABOR ZIONIST 
BOND SALES MUST BE _ HIGHER thanin 1959. 


Please inform our National Bond Committee of your plans to attend the W ashington Conferenolll 
If we should have a sufficient number of Labor Zionists present, we shall, as in former years, have) 
a Labor Zionist Gathering during the days of the Conference. q 


s & & # ca E i 
Use your Summer vacation to approach your friends and acquaintances it) 
order to sell them Israel Bonds. The State of Israel is in need of Bond 
moneys throughout the year. There is no vacation for the Development 
Project Planners of the State of Israel. 





For Information Call or Write to: 


NATIONAL LABOR ZIONIST BOND DIVISION 


215 Fourth Avenue ¢ Phone: ORegon 7-9650 ° New York 3, N. Yj 








